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WHEREIN, 
The Vp and pz$icn of Bayri3M—The Quins: 
IFICATIONS for it—The Ex ENA of its adminiſ- 
tration The apvanTacts ariſing from it The 
STANDING of baptized Children Whether Bap- 
tiſm in infancy do ENTI TIE to CHURCH PR.. 
LEGES in ADULT LARS And the DiscrPLINE 
which the Cuurcn is to exerciſe, relative to 
BAPTIZED CHILDREN; are particularly conſider- 8 
ed and illuſtrated. 


By CYPFRIAN STRONG. A. M. 


Pirron or HRE FIRST ' Cnvncn ſijt £ cn. 


I: fall be a TOKEN of the Covenant betwixt Ms and YOU. | 
| | Gen. xvii. 11. 
The. children of the LEH theſe are nor the children of Gov * 
but, the children of the F0MISE are counted for the SERW. | 
Rom. ix. viii. 


Think not to ſay — doe have A824 HAM b our FATHER 
Math. iii. ix. 


N 
PRINTED BY HUDSON AND GOODWIN. 


MD CCXCIELG 


—— —— — , — —⁊L * x 8 0 1 


— — » 
— _— mm a 2 ä — ———— — — — 
N — - —— — - a 


— * — — — — 
= — hed EY — 
— => — —— 
* 2 2 7 7 * 
4 * - * 1 


— 


1 ſcheme of religion which the goſpel con- 
1 tains, is fo reaſonable in its nature and ſo con- 
ſonant to the dictates of natural conſcience, that 
moſt men, who have enjoyed the goſpel revelation, 
have felt greater or leſs obligations to pay attention 
to it. But then, the external part of religion has 
been ſought, with much greater avidity than the life 
and power of it. This was a conſpicuous trait in the 
character of the Jews, when our Saviour appeared 
among them: and it has been obſervable, in the re- 
ligious character of every nation, which has enjoyed 
the goſpel, ſince that time. And among all the ex- 
ternals of religion, 4aptiſm hath obtained the higheſt 
rank. An enthuſiaſm, bordering on frenzy, hath pre- 
vailed relative to it, even by thoſe, who have neg=- 
lected, or, at leaſt, have treated with 2 great degree 
of indifferency, almoſt every other inſtitution of the 
chriſtian religion. ER Wy 
Bur, notwithſtanding the ordinance of baptiſm 
has been diſtinguiſhed, as the darling inſtitution, and 
hath obtained ſuch a /ng#lar ſhare in the attention 
of the chriftian world, there is ſcarcely a ſubject, 
which relates to religion, concerning which there 
hath been ſuch a diverſity of opinions. Particular. 
ly, relative to the /ubjes, nature and extent of the in- 
ſtitution, —the advantages attending its adminiſtra- 
tion, relative to infants, and, that diſcipline which 
the church is to exerciſe reſpecting them. Some 
have conſidered, both adults and infants, as being the 
proper ſubjects of it, while others kave confined it to 
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ults, Some have confidered the children of pe- 
Hevers, as the alone proper ſubjects of baptiſm ; but 
others have extended it to / children, without dil- 
tinction, 0 are born under goſpel light. Same 
have ſuppoſed, that baptiſm was deſigned, as a /cal 
of a covenant relation to God, both as it reſpects 
the adult and infant ; and that it forms complete mem- 
berſhip in the church, relative to both: and, by 
ſome it hath been conſidered as eſſentially requiſite 
to ſalvation; while, on the other hand, in each of 


_ theſe reſpects, others have thought very differently. 
Finally, there hath been as great a diverſity of opin- 


ions, reſpecting the diſcipline which the church is to 
exerciſe, relative to baptized children, as about any 
thing, which relates to the ordinance of baptiſm. 


Ax inquiry, both intereſting and important, will 


naturally ariſe, from the foregoing conſiderations ; 


viz. Is it becauſe no cor/itent ſcheme is contained in 
the bible, that there has been, ſuch a diverſity of ſen- 
timents relative to baptiſm, in the reſpects which 
have been mentioned ? Hath not God exhibited, in 
his word, a conſiſtent ſcheme, relative to bapliſm and 
its connections? The deſign of the following ſections 
is to ſhow, that ſuch a er. is exhibited in the 
facred ſcriptures, and to point it out. In proſecu- 
ting this deſign, it is propoſed to inquire, 

I. Id ro the nature, end and deſign of baptiſm,— 
of infant baptiſm in particular. | 

II. Wrar that is, which qualifies an infant for 
and renders it a proper /#4je#7 of baptiſm. 

III. How far divine inſtitution extends the right 
of infant baptiſm. — 

IV. Ix ro the advantages ariſing from it. | 

V. IxTo the fanding of baptized children, as 
ſuch, reſpecting the church. 

TI. WrerTHzr baptiſm in infancy do, of itſelf, 
give a right to chriſtian privileges, in adult years. 
VII. Ix xo the nature of that &di/ciplize, which is 


V 
to be exerciſed in the Church, relative to baptized 
children. 

Ix attending to theſe inquiries, the writer has it 
in view, not only to illuſtrate the nature and origin. 
al deſign of the ordinance of infant baptiſm, but to 
vindicate the divine right of it. His original mo- 
tive, in undertaking to purſue the above propoſed 
inquiries, was, the ſatisfaction of his own mind, 
amidſt the confuſion, which was occaſioned by the 

claſhing opinions of others. He 1s ſenſible, that he 
is liable to be taxed with ↄreſumplion for publiſhing on 
ſubjects, which have already employed the pens of 
men of much more diſtinguiſhed abilities and emi- 
nence than he can pretend to; yet he hopes, that 
when the obvious neceſſiiy of further light, on thoſe 
important ſubjects is conſidered ; and, that this at- 
tempt may be the occaſion of calling forth the efforts 
of more able writers, it will be thought a ſufficient 
apology. 

Ir the writer hath«preſumed at any time to walk 
in an unfrequented path, he hopes, that what he has 
advanced will not be rejected, on account of its nov- 
ety; but be favoured with due attention and can- 
dour ; eſpecially if it be found conſiſtent with the 
ſacred ſcriptures. 

WHETHER that which is advanced, in the follow- 
ing ſections, be calculated, in any meaſure, to anſwer 
the end propoſed by the writer, muſt be determined 
by thoſe, who are willing to ſpend time and to be at 
the pains of peruling them. 
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SECTION E- 


herein the Nature, End and Deſign of Baptiſm, 
particularly of Infant-Baptiſm are conſidered. 


1 has been taken for granted, very generally, if not 
univerſally, that baptiſm, as it reſpects an adult, is 
deſigned as a token or public mark of his being in 
covenant with God ; or of his intereſt in the bleſſings 
of the covenant of grace. It has alſo been ſuppoſed, 
that infant-baptiſm is deſigned to ſignify the ſame 
thing, reſpecting the baptized child. The general 
idea of the end and deſign of. baptiſm may be com- 
prehended in the following definition of it; namely, 
« A pledge or ſeal of a COVENANT TRANSACTION, Which 
has already taken place, between Gop and the baptized, 
whether an adult or infant. The covenant reſpect- 
ed in this definition of baptiſm, has always been ſup- 
poſed to be the covenant of grace : and it 1s alſo 
ſuppoſed that there are covenant tranſactions, reſ- 
pecting the infant baptized, as well as the adult, ac- 
tually exiſting at the time of PIN, The intereſt 

which the children of believers have in, on their re- 
lation to the covenant of grace has been very gene- 
rally, conſidered as that which conſtitutes the pro- 
priety of their being baptized. On this ground and 
with this idea of infant-baptiſm, the practice has been 
defended. Hence it is, that many have confidered . 
baptized children, as having a right to all the privi- 
leges of the church, and as enjoying a complete ſtan- 
ding in it, without any covenant tranſactions in adult 
years. Some have even ſuppoſed, that they have a 
title, by the promiſe of Gop, to regenerating grace 
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here and to glory hereafter. I ſee not, why all theſe 


things will not follow, as neceſſary conſequences, if 


it be true, that the chidren of believers, as ſuch; are 
to be conſidered as having an intereſt in the covenant 
of grace, and are to be baptized in ofen of ſuch an 
intereſt; for the covenant itſelf does ſecure and con- 


fer grace here and glory in the comilig world. But 


be this as it may, it is certain, that an intereſt in the 
covenant, reſpecting the zalural ſeed of believers, has 
been con ſidered as /hat which conſtitutes the propri- 
ety of infant baptiſm. 


II is worthy of obſervation in this place, that the 


principal objections, which Anti pedo baptiſis have ur- 
gee againſt the practice of infant-baptiſm, have been 
evelled againſt the covenan!-/landing of the children 


of believers. They conſider faith as the condition 
of an intereſt in the covenant ; and that faith is Heu- 


ſonal and cannot take place by proxy That infants 
are incapable of exerciſing faith, and that there is no 
evidence of it, if they do.—The oppoſers of infant- 


baptiſm do indeed reject the idea, that the Abraham- 


ic-covenant was the covenant of grace; but the moſt 
diſtinguithed writers, have bent their chief force, a- 


ainſt the covenant- ſtanding of the naturaloffpsring of 


believers. This will appear by the. following quota- 
tion from Dr. Gill, one of the moſt eminent oppoſers 
of infant baptiſm. Says he, That the covenant of 
grace was © made with Abraham, or a revelation and 
« application of it to him; that the goſpel was revealed 
« to him, and he was juſtified in the ſame way that 
« believers are now; and that he had ſpiritual prom- 
cc iſes made to him, and ſpiritual bleſſings beſtowed 
« on him ; and that goſpel believers, be they Jews 
« or Gentiles, who are the ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham, 
cc are heirs of the ſame covenant-bleſſings and prom- 
te iſes are never denied. What is denied and 
« ſhould be proved is, that the covenant of grace is 
« made with Abraham's carnal ſeed, the Jews, and 
« with the carnal ſeed of goſpel-Delievers among 
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* the Gentiles, &c.“ The covenant ſtanding of 
the natural ſeed of believers, has been conſidered, 
both by the advecates and oppoſers of the practice 
of infant baptiſm, as the great pillar and corner ſtone 
which ſupports it. 3 1 
Thar baptiſm, as it reſpects an adult, is de- 
ſigned, as a token of his covenant relation to Gov, is 
agreed to by all 3 I ſee ho reaſon to queſtion 
it, but great reaſon to believe it. Hoke 


As to the children or natural offspring of believ- 
ers, altho* I am firmly perſuaded, that they are the 
proper ſubjects of baptiſm, yet, I apprehena there is 
reat reaſon to queſtion, whether the inſtitution be 
at all founded, on the idea of their being in covenant ; 
yea, whether there be any ſuch covenant relation 
_ exiſting. 5 | 7 ALY; 
Tur idea, which the ſacred ſcriptures teach us to 
entertain of baptiſm, as it reſpects an adult*believer 
and his children, is this: That the wohble is one /imple 
| tranſa&ion, and deſigned to ſignify, that the believer or 
parent, who alone is active in the dedication, does keep 
covenant, or is in covenant with Gop. Not that it is 
a /oken, that the parent who dedicates, and allo, that 
the child which is dedicated is in covenant ; but that 
the parent himſelf is in covenant. What Gop re- 
quires of man, as his part or condition of the cove- 
nant is, that he dedicate himſelf and all that he hath 
to Gop. The dedication of his children as welt as 
of himſelf, comes into the very nature of his cove- 
nant : and, that he doth dedicate himſelf and chil- 
dren is ſignified and indicated, by his offering him- 
ſelf and children in baptiſm. It is obſervable, that 
Abraham's being directed to circumciſe himſelf and 
the males, which belonged to him, was to explain the 
extent of that injunction and command, which Gop 
had juſt laid upon him: * Thou ſhalt keep my covenant ;"* 
and ſo the whole tranſaction was deſigned, as a ſoten 


* Gill's reply to Mr, . Clark, p. 35. 
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that he did fo. And hence, after Abraham was di- 
rected. to circumciſe himſelf and thoſe children which 
belonged to him, Gop ſaid And it all be a token 
of ibe covenant betwixt me and you.” Gen. xvii. 11. 
That this is the ſcriptural idea of baptiſm, is what 
Will be particularly confidered hereafter, It will be 
-univerfally agreed in, that the baptiſm of an adult, 
is deſigned as a token of hiscovenant relation to God. 
That the baptiſm of his children is deſigned to ſigni- 
fy the ſame thing is what ſome, at leaſt, will object 
to ; and thoſe, who object to that idea of infant 
baptiſm, will inſiſt on its being deſigned to ſignify, 
that the child baptized is in covenant. But, I a 
prehend, that there is, the moſt ſolid reaſon to Zeus, 
whether wat, as it reſpects infants, were ever 
deſigned to ſignify heir covenant relation to Gop; 
yea, whether the natural ſced of believers, as ſuch, are, 
in any proper ſenſe of the word, in covenant. That 
they are not, and that infant baptiſm doth not ſuppoſe 
or imply it, appears to me, however it may appear 
to athers, capable of ſcripture redet Faker, 
is What 1 fhall attempt to make appear, in the re- 
maining part of this ſection. b | 
Bur previouſly to my attempting this, it will be ne- 
ceſſary to conſider, what is intended by being in cov- 
enant ;.and in what ſenſe it is meant to be denied, 
that the natural ſecd of believers are in covenant and 
that haptiſm, as it reſpects infants, ſuppoſes or ſigni- 
fies a Covenant relation to G. a | 
Al rhouoE ſo great a ſtreſs hath been laid on the 
covenant-ſtanding of the children of believers, that it 
has been conſidered, as the foundation principle, on 
which the inſtitution of infant- baptiſm reſts, yet I do 
not find, that the advocates for it, have ever clearly 
explained, what is intended by it; or how far and 
in what ſenſe ſuch children are to be confidered as 
being in covenant, That they are in | covenant, and 
that their covenant ſtanding doth depend upon and 
originate from their being the children of covenant 
parents, as the term and condition, hath been abun- 
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dantly aſſerted ; but the preciſe idea which is to be 
entertained of being in covenant, as it reſpects the 
natural ſeed of believers, I do not find clearly expreſſ- 
ed, by any writer on the ſubject. 
Howsves, one thing which muſt be intended, 
when it is laid, that the natural ſeed of believers are in 
covenant, muſt be this, that they have a preſent ſtand- 
ing in the covenant, on the ſole condition of their be- 
ing the children of believing parents. If it were on- 
ly intended, that ſuch children may, hereafter, have 
an intereſt in the covenant, on ſome conditions which 
are not implied in being the children of believing pa- 
rents, it would follow, that they are not in covenant 
as being the children of ſuch parents—that, at pre- 
ſent, they have nota zea/ but only a pgſſible title to the 
covenant ; which would be placing fuch children on 
the fame ground, reſpecting the covenant, with 
other children; for the children of unbelievers may . 
have a ftandingin the covenant on certain conditions. 
When it is ſaid, therefore, that the children of be- 
lievers are in covenant, it muſt mean, that ſuch chil- 
dren have a preſent ſtanding i in it, upon the fole con- 
dition of their being the children of believing parents. 
If this be not the caſe, but ſomething over and above 
that be neceſſary, it cannot be faid with any proprie- 
ty, that the children of believers, as ſuch, are in cove- 
nant. But, that being the children of believers is a 9 
condition on which an intereſt in the covenant of 3 
grace is ſecured, is what, 1 e the ſeriptures = ; 
do not teach us. HEM 
I wovLD further inquire here, what is that cove- 
nant ſtanding ;—what is implied in it, and what bleſ- 
ſings are ſecured by it? 
Ir by way of reply | it ſhould be ſaid, that what is 
intended by being in covenant is, that ſuch children 
are under the bonds of the covenant ; or are under - 
ligations to do the duties of the covenant, or the duties 
which are preſcribed in the gofpel, that would by no 
means imply, that they are : covenant, in diſtinction 
from other children; for all children, yea all men, 
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12 
good and bad, are under obligations to do the duties 
which the goſpel enjoins, as ſoon as they are capable 
of underſtanding them. We cannot ſuppoſe, that 
the children of belie vers only are under obligations to 
believe, and to be © holy in all manner of converſa- 
tion.“ If all that is meant, therefore, by the children 
of believers being in covenant be this, that they are 
under obligations to do the duties which the goſpel, 
or covenant enjoins, then they are not in covenant in 
diſtinction from all other children; nor in diſtinction 
from the vileſt profligate. e 
Brix in covenant muſt certainly imply, ſome- 
thing more than being under obligations to do, or 
practiſe the duties of religion. When we ſpeak of a 
believer, as being in covenant, we mean ſomething 
more, than that he is under cligations to be holy; we 
mean to aſſert, that he has a 2:z/e to certain bleſſings. 
If no more be meant by being in covenant, than be. 
ing under obligations to be a holy people, then it may 
be ſaid, that all children and all men, be they who 
they will, are in covenant. . 
Tx inquiry then, what is intended, when it is ſaid 
that the children or zatural ſeed of believers are in 
covenant, ſtill remains unanſwered, if any thing im- 
portant or diſcriminating be intended. And I can 
conceive of no anſwer which can be given, excepting 
the following; namely, That ſuch children have a cowe- 
nant litle to the bleſſings, which Gop promiſes aud ſecures 
in the covenant of grace. If the conditions of the cove- 


nant be fulfilled, on their part, then they have a s 


title to the promiſes, on Gop's part: but if the 
conditions of the covenant be not fulfilled, they have 
no title to the bleſſings of the covenant, in any ſenſe. 
And if God have not ſecured to them the bleſſings 
of the covenant, and have not given himſelf to them, 
to be their Gop, then they have no intereſt in the 
covenant. And, if Gop have not given himſelt to 
ſuch children, on the condition of their being the na- 
iural ſeed of believers, then then they are not in cove- 
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nam When i it is ſaid, therefore, that the natural ſeed 
of believers are in covenant, it muſt mean, that they 


do enjoy a ile to the bleſſings of the covenant ; and 


ſo, that Go is their Gon, by full covenant ; and 

that upon this condition only, that they are the natu- 
ral ſeed of believing parents. Saying, that their title 
is not abſolute, but depends upon ſome other condition 


than their being the natural /eed of believing parents, 
is to ſay, that they have no title, merely as the chil. 


dren of believing parents. That no ſuch title doth 
in reality exiſt, is what I mean to make appear, from 
the ſacred ſcriptures, 

Ir may be ſaid here, that thoſe who advocate the 
covenant ſtanding of the children of believers, do not 
mean or intend, that ſuch children have an abſolute ti- 
lle to the greai and moſt important bleſſings of the cove- 
nant of grace u hat they mean is, that they are ſo 
intereſted in the covenant, as that the external bleſ- 
ſings of it are ſecured to them. ' 

Wu we are to underſtand by external bleſſings, 
in diſtinction from internal, J conclude, muſt be the 
external means of grace ;—that ſuch children have a 
covenant ſecurity of the means of grace; but not a ſe- 
curity of grace itſelf ; for if grace itſelf were ſecured, 
then every thing, both internal and external would be 
ſecured, which the covenant of gie ever beſtows on 
mankind in this life. 

When it is ſaid, that they have a 110 to external 
_ bleſſings, I conclude, the meaning muſt be this, that 
they enjoy more than thoſe who have liberty to at- 
tend on means of grace; that they are not only on a 
level with other children under the goſpel, but that 
they have a covenant 1itie to ſuch external bleſſings; 
that Gop has covenanted to- the children of believers, 
the external bleſſings of the covenant ; ſuch as mcans 
of grace, &c. 

On the whole, the meaning of what i is now urged 
is this, that Gop has, by covenant, ſecured to the 
natural ſeed of believers, the enjoyment of the means 
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of grace, but not grace itſelf; if grace were ſecured, 


then all bleſſings both external and internal, which 


appertain ta the covengnt of grace, and are experi- 


enced in this life, would be ſecured. ; 

Bor if all this were admitted, as being in fact the 
caſe, could ſuch children be ſaid to have a ſtanding 
in and title to the bleſſings of the new covenant ; 
when the great and moſt important bleſſings of the 
covenant are left out of the queſtion ? If ſuch chil. 


dren have a title to external means and bleſſings, and 


to nothing further, they will certainly periſh; not- 
withſtanding their preſent titles; yea, as to that 
which the covenant of grace chiefly reſpects, they are 
abſolutely dependent upon the uncovenanted grace 
and mercy of Gop. Such children have, upon the 
preſent ſuppoſition, no kind of title to the eſſential 
and diſtinguiſbing bleſſings of the covenant of grace. 

BEes1Des, is it truexthat God has, by any covenant, 
ſecured the external means of grace, to the natural 
feed of believers, as ſuch ? Would it be a breach of 
covenant and promiſe, if Gop ſhould withhold, from 
ſuch children, the enjoyment of the means of grace? 
May not Gop cut them off by death, in the time of 
their infancy, before they have been capable of enjoy- 
ing ſuch means? May he not ſend them into captiv- 
ty among the heathen, without a breach of covenant 
or promiſe ? Then he is not under any covenant, to 
beſtow upon them ſuch external bleſſings. 

AND would it not be aſſerting too much, or more 


than is in reality true, if it ſhould be ſaid, that God I 


has, by covenant, and. promiſe, ſecured either to the 


children of believers, or even to believers themſelves, 


the enjoyment of external means of grace ? Does the 
fecurity of thoſe external means come into the idea of 
an intereſt in the covenant of grace? Believers them- 
ſelves, I believe for myſelf, have no covenant ſecuri- 
ty of thoſe external bleffings. God has promiſed and 
ſecured, by covenant, unto real believers, real good; 
yea the higheſt good—that © all things ſhall work 
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anti for wk '' reſpecting them; but; as I con- 
ceive, he hath no where promiſed, that believers ſhall 
enjoy the ordinary external means of grace. And, 
in fact, believers are often cut off from the enjoyment 
of thoſe external means. They are often cut off from 
ſuch means, by ſickneſs, captivity and in many other 
ways. The body of the Jews were deprivedofthe-wor- ' 
ſhip of God, according to divine inſtitution Their 
temple was deſtroyed— They were carried captive 
into a ſtrange land. David, that man after God's 
own heart, was baniſhed from the ſanctuary and de- 
prived of the favers which the ſparrows enjoyed. 
But _ there a breach of covenknt ON the _ of 
God þ 

Wes muſt, therefore, cotictulle; that God: has: not 
ſecured; by covenant, to the natural ſeed of believers 
the external means of grace. But if it were ſo, that 
he had, I ſee no propriety in faying, that they are in 
covenant, meaning the covenant of grace, when ithey 
have, upon that ſuppoſition, no title to the bleſings 
which the covenant of grace cbieſiy reſpects, If we 
leave out the effentral and moſt important bleſſings of 
the covenant, they muſt, indeed, be leſs ng half- 
way members of the covenant. 

PzRHaPs it will here be ſaid, that what 18 intended 
when it is urged, that the children of believers are in 
covenant is not, that they have a real and abſaluie title 
to the bleſſings of the covenant, but a vſbie title only. 

Bur what is to be underſtood by. a vi/ible title, 
when oppoſed to a real title? Is it, that they have an 
apparent title, when it does not appear that they have 
any title? A vfſible title muſt mean, an apparent, rral 
title. It muſt appear, that they have a real title, in 
order to their enjoying a title viſibly. Admitring 
that the natural ſeed of behevers have not, as ſuch, a 
real and abſolute title to the bleſſings of the covenant, 
is acknowledging that they have no title, unleſs it be 
one made viſible, "aide from the PIT and in op- 
poſition to acknowledged - 3:69 


D commoner or 2, > 4 


O the whole, I ſhall, preſume upon it, as being 
ſufficiently evident, that if it be the caſe, that the chil- 
dren of believers, as fuch, have not a real title to the 
bleſſings of the covenanc' of grace, that they have not 
a vi/ible one, unleſs the viibility ariſe from ſome other 
ſource, than divine revelation : and alſo, that if there 
be not an abſolute title, on the ſole condition of being 
the children of believing parents, the title is not _- 

Wr cannot, therefore, conceive of any important 
meaning to the terms, being in covenahi—having à co- 
venant lille, &c. except it be, enjoying a title to the 
eſſential bleſſings of the covenant of grace. And the 
children, or natural ſeed of believers, as ſuch, cannot 
be ſaid to be in covenant, unleſs on that very ac- 
count, or as children of believers, they have a title to 
the peculiar and eſſential bleſſings of the new cove- 
nant. Saying, that ſuch children have a covenant 
title to external bleſſings, ſuch as the means of grace, 
&c. I truſt appears, from what has been ſaid, to be 
ſaying more than what is true, either reſpecting be- 
hevers themſelves or their children ; for, upon that 
ſuppoſition, God could not deprive.either believers or 
their. ſeed, of the enjoyment of ſuch means, without - 
breach of covenant : but God, in fact, dots it. And, 
were ſuch external means really ſecured by promiſe, 
it could not with propriety be ſaid, that ſuch chil- 
dren are in covenant, if the covenant of grace be reſ- 
pected ; for in reality they have not, upon that ſup- 
poſition, a title to the ſpecial and peculiar bleſſings of 
that covenant. If the children of believers be in 
covenant at all, they are ſo in the ſame ſenſe, that be- 


lievers are themſelves. — The paſſage, from . whence 


the covenant title of children has been principally ar- 
gued, is that promife made, Gen. xvii. 7. Aud I will 
eſtabliſh my covenant between me and thee—t0' be a GoD 
unto THEE and thy SEED after thee. Now the promiſe is 
the ſame to the /eed as it was to Abrabam himſelf. 
If, therefore, his zatural ſeed were meant by the term 
feed, their title to the bleſſings of the covenant was 
as exzen//ve as the title of Abraham. 


1 '$1x41t now proceed to ſhow, that infant-bap prim. 
doth not ſignify or imply, that che infant baptized is 
incovenant ; and, that no covenant title does exiſt re- 
lative tothe naturalſeedof believers, as ſuch; but, that 
the baptifm' of a parent and his children; is deſigned 
to fignify the ſame thing; namely, chat the parent 
doth comply with the covenant. Te. 

Tross; who believe! in the doctrine of Ant dap. 
riſm, univerfally ree in it, that the deſign of bap- 
tiſm in the chriſtian church, is eſſentially the ſame 
with circumciſion in the Jewiſh : and conſequently, 
that the end and dgſgu ofthe inſtitution of circumciſion 


| wi teach us, the end Fd de/ign of baptiſm. By atten- 


dingy therefore, to the ent and deſgu of circumciſion, 
we may obtain ſome proper views 12 ideas of the end 
and An of chriftiag by tiſm. | 

Weithave the i indien of circumciſion recorded at 
large, in Gen. xvii. 9—14. in the following words, 
« And G55 ſaid unto Abraham, thou ſhall keep my cove. 
nant, therefore, thou ani thy ſeed after thee, in their gen- 
erations.” This is my covenant, "which ye Gall keep be- 


tween me and you, and thy Jeed after thee ; every man 


child among you fhall be circumciſed. And ye Hall tir- 
cumciſe the fleſh of your foreſkin, and it Jhall 25 a token 4 
the covenant betwixt me and you. And be that is eight 
days old ba be circumciſed among you, every man=child 
in your generations; he that ts born in the houſe, or bought 
with money of any Rtranger, which is not of thy ſeed. He 
that is born in thy houſe, and be that is bought with thy 


money, muſt needs be circumciſed : and my covenant Foal 


r 725 your fleſh for an everlaſting covenant. And the un- 
circumciſed man-child, whoſe fleſh of his foreſkin is 75 
circumciſed, that ſoul hall be cut off from his People ;, 


hath broken my covenant.” 
In this aecount'of the inſtitution of dene 


the attentive. reader will remark, that the direction 


given to Abraham” to circumciſe himſelf and the 
males 8 to Ts * they were his own 


= were nee hes — — * 


it was to be 2 token of 


natural offspring, or born in his houſe, &c. had one 


Angle object and deſign; namely, to ſignify that he 


did keep Gop's covenant. The account of the in- 


ſtitution, it will be obſerved, begins in this manner. 


Gop faid to Abraham, '* J hon Salt keep my covenant. 


Then Gov informs Abraham, what he muſt do in 
order to his keeping his covenant. He muſt cir- 
cumciſe all his males. This.:s my covenant which 
32 ſhall keep, every man-chuld ſhall be circumciſed.” And 
Tb it is added. 1 ' ſoa all be a token of the cave nan 
betwixt me and you.” he whole tranſaction, in cir- 
cumciſing himſelf Rip his'males, denoted one fimple 
thing, namely, that Abraham did keep covenant. It 
is not ſaid, and as | f it is not intimated, chat 
he covenant between G0 
and his males. It is true, it is ſaid, that his ſeed 
in their generations, or thoſe who ſhould come after 


him, ſhould uſe the fame ſign, or fignify, in the ſame 


way, that they would keep covenant with God, 
But, at the ſame time, it teaches. us, that Abraham's 
circumciſing his males was conſidered, as a loten of 
his keeping covenant ; and was abſolutely neceſſary 

in this view of it. There is not the leaſt intimation, | 


in ihis whole account of the inſtitution of circumci- | 


fion, that Abraham's circumciſing him/e!f was Pp be 
conſidered as a token, that he was in covenant ; 
that his circumciſing his males was to be a token char 


they were in covenant ; for there is nothing mention- 


ed, as being ſignified reſpecting the males; but the 
whole tranſaction was conſidered a a ton of Abra- 
ham's keeping Gop's covenant. The command was 
to keep Gop's covenant—then Gop tells him what 
the covenant was, viz. to. circumciſe himſelf and his 
males; and then it is ſaid, it Gall be a loten of the 
covenant betwwixt me and hau. The whole affair and 
tranſaction was conſidered, as a zoken of the covenant 
betwixt Gop and Abraham ; and the ſame practice 
was directed to be continued, in the ſame; manner, 
by his ſueceſfor ors, in their generations. Ic muſt then 
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be evident, that dedication alone was ſignified by the 


circumciſion of infant; and not any intereſt which 
they had in the covenant. © Abraham could not be 
ſaid to have kept or complied with the*covenant of 
grace, unleſs he had, in fact, dedicated his children as 
well as himfelf to Gop. There was'a propriety, 


therefore, in God's directing the token of circumci- 


ſion to be applied to them, as well as to himſelf; as 


they were next in his eſtimation. And, from the ac- 


count given us, at the firſt inſtirution of'circumci- 


ſion, we are under a neceſſity of concluding, that dedi- 


cation only was ſignified by it, ſo far as infants were 


reſpected ; for it is not ſo much as hinted, that any 


thing was ſignified by the circumciſion of children, 
diſtin from the circumciſion of the parent. Eut 
the whole tranſaction was expreſsly ſaid to be a 7o- 
ken of the covenant between Gop and Abraham. 


IT will probably be ſaid, that in the 14th verſe, 


the covenant-ſtanding of the children of ' believers is 
very clearly held forth, at leaſt by implication ; for 
therein Gop ſays to Abraham, ©: The uncircumciſed 
man-child, whoſe fleſh of bis foreſkin is not circumciſed, 
that ſoul ſhall be cut off from his people: he hath broken 


my covenant. Here, in this verſe, it will be ſaid, the 


covenant ſtanding of the children of believers is clear- 
ly held forth'; for in the caſe therein mentioned, of 


the uncircumciſed man-child, it is expreſsly ſaid, he 


- 


hath, broken the covenant. 

By way of anſwer, I would obſerve; that if any 
ſuch thing can be infered from the verſe under con- 
{ideration, it is the only paſſage to be met with in the 
whole account giver us of the dc//pn of circumciſion, at 
its firſt inſtitution, that has the appearance of holding 
up the covenant ſtanding of the natural ſeed of be- 
lievers.* The whole preceding account, moſt evi- 


dently confined, the toten to the covenant ſtanding of 
the parent, or adult who dedicates : and I fee no rea- 


ſon, why it is not to be conſidered, in the ſame man- 
ner in the verſe under conſideration. And ſo the 
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meaning be. this ; FRI he, who ihall not t circumciſe 


his man- child ſhall be cut off, &c. he hath broken 


my covenant, &c. Mr. Poor, in his annotations, con- 


ſiders it in this manner. And his reaſon for thus 


conſidering it is this. That the Hebrew verb z may 


be rendered actively: which ſeems beſt here; becau 


' the. puniſhment ſeems more juſtly to belong tothe $78 


rent, — wh was guilty of this neglect, than to the chila, 
who was not capable of this precept ; and, therefore 
not guilty of the violation of it.” Another reaſon 
for adopting this ſenſe of the paſlage is this, that it is 
perfectly agreeable to the preceding account, of the 
tranſaction ; wherein it is confidered, as having a 
ſole reſpect to the covenant ſtanding of the parent. 
Bur the ſenſe of the paſlage is put out of all rea- 
ſonable doubt, as I apprehend, by what we find re- 


corded in ſacred writ; and that by the practice 
which took place, on the precept contained. in the 


very verſe under confideration. The caſe mention- 
ed in the verſe actually happened ; and that in the 
family of Maſes, the leader of Gop's people. And 
does not Gop's conduct, on that occaſion, afford a 


moſt full and decided explanation of the paſſage un- 


der conſideration? Did Gop denounce any threat- 
nings againſt the uncircumciſed child? did he ſeek 
to cut it off and to take away its life? But on the con- 
trary, was not the threatning levelled directly at Mo- 
ſes, the parent, in diſtinction from the child? On ac- 
count of this neglect it is ſaid, © That the Lord met 


him and ſought to kill him.” Exodus iv. 24. All the 


foregoing conſiderations, I appre nend, make it evi- 
dent, that the breach of covenant, and the threatning, 
in the verſe under conſideration, has a direct reſpect 
to the parent, and not to the uncircumciſed man- child. 

On the whole, I think we may fairly conclude, 


from the account given us of the end and de/ign of cir- 


cumciſion, at its inſtitution, that infant-circumci- 
fion was not defigned to ſignify, any covenant rela- 


, tion that the infant bad to Gop; but was deſigned, 


2T 
in conjunction with a purents own vieflunicibohil to 
ſignify, that be complied with the covenant of : Gop. 
The directions in Gen. xvii. 101A. were” deſigned, 
as an explanation of Gop's demand of Abraham, 


verſe gth, which was, chat he ſhoyld-keep God's oo 


enant; and from hut follows} in verſe 10th, and on- 
ward, we learn, that in order to his keeping it, he muſt 


circumciſe his males, &c. And it is expreſsly ſaid, 


that his doing thus, was to be a token of the covenant 
betwixt Gop and him, | 


Bor, that circumciſion, as it reſpected in did 


not ſuppoſe and was not deſigned to ſignity, that the 
infant eircumciſed was in covenant with Gop, or had 
any part in the nia bleſſings of the covenant, made 


with Abraham, will further U rs from the follow. 


ing conſiderations. 

I. As circumcifion was actually extended to fith 
children, as were expre/sly excluded and cut off trom 
having an intereſt in the covenant and promiſes made 
to Abraham, ſo it is certain, from thence, that it was 
not deſigned to ſignify and did not imply, that cir- 
cumciſed infants had 255 intereſt or part in dhe cove- 
nant. 


pointment, was to be adminiſtered to ſuch infants, 
as were expreſsly excluded from the Abrahamic cove- 
nant, it becomes clear and evident, that it was not 
deſigned to ſignify an intereſt in the covenant, as it 
reſpected the circumciſed child. And was not this, 


moſt manifeſtly the caſe, as to hmael, although he 


was Abraham's natural ſon? It is expreſsly ſaid, that 
he had 0 part in the promiſes made to Abraham. 
That he Jid no not belong to the ſeed, which the promi- 
ſes reſpected. See Gen. Xvii. 19—24. ' Sarah by 
wife ſhall bear thee a ſon indeed ; and thou ſhall call his 
name lfaac ; and 1 will eftabliſh my 
for an everlaſting covenant, and with his feed after him. 
And as for Iſhmael, J bave heard ther. Bebold, I bave 
bleſſed him and wil make him finn. and will multiply 


Ir it be 26 chat Slain by divine ap- | 


covenant. with him 
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© him, Sc. Bur MY COVENANT WILL I ESTABLISH 


WITH Isaac, whom Sarab ſhall bear unto thee, 8&6. 
Fx this paſſage jt is extremely evident, that 


. 1 Abraham really underſtood, that mae was excluded 


from the covenant, and did not belong to the ſeed 
reſpected in it that God, in the moſt explicit man- 
ner, informed Abraham, that it was really the caſe. 


1 Let, God had directed Abraham to circumciſe . 


mael, as well as his other males. Does this not make 


it evident, that the circumciſion of infants was not 


deligned, as a toten of the covenant- ſtanding of in- 


— fants; yea, that it did not imply any intereſt in the 
40. covenant, reſpecting them? If any ſuc 


h thing were 
deſigned, would there not have been the higheſt im- 
propriety, in Abraham's circumciſing Iſhmael ? Can 
we conceive it poſſible that God would have directed 
Abraham to circumciſe him, if he had deſigned 
it as a 7oken, that the circumciſed-child was in cove- 


150 nant, at the very time, when he explicitly informed 


Abraham, that Jmael was excluded from the cove- 
nant? But, upon the ſuppoſition, that dedication only 


HF was ſignified by infant-circumciſion, and ſo that the 


| parent diſcharged his duty, there was the ſame pro- 
' priety in Abraham's circumcifing hmael, as in cir- 

| cumciling 1/aac ; for he was as truly Abraham's ſon 
15 as Iſaac was, and equally at his diſpoſal: and it was 
as neceſſary, in this view of the inſtitution, for him 
to circumciſe Iſhmael as it was to circumciſe Iſaac.“ 


RH * If any ſhould objeR to the fad, reſpecting Iſhmael, on which this . 
i gument is founded, and fay ; although it be true, that antecedant to Abra- 


ham's application to Go d, on the behalf of Iſhmael, he was not included in 
the covenant ; yet, in conſequence of his importunity, Cop was pleaſed to 


Ft admit him, as appears from Sen. xvii. 18. 20—1 ſay if any ſhould offer 
114 ſuch an objeftion—I would anſwer, 5 N | 
f | 1. That although GoD promiſes certain things to Iſhmael, in the paſſage 


referred to in the objection, yet it is certain they were not fuck things as im · 
plied, that he belonged to the ſeed, which the Abrahamic covenant reſpeR- 
ed; for, in the words immediately following thoſe, wherein the bleſſings 
are enumerated, which Go Db pronounced on Iſhmael, in conſequence of 
Abraham's importunity, it is ſaid, But my covenant will I eftabliſh with Iſaac, 
whom Sarah ſhall bear, &c.” Which makes it evident, that Iſhmael, afte 

all, was not conſidered as being included in the covenant, —But, n 


| . 4 5 \ — — 

Ir being the caſe, that Gon directed Abraham to 
circumciſe ſuch as were declared not to belong to the 
ſeed, which the covenant reſpected, and ſq, certain 
ly were not in covenant, it becomes evident, that in- 
fant-circumciſion was not deſigned to indicate, yea, 
did not ſuppoſe, that the infant circumciſed was, in 
any proper ſenſe of the word, in covenant. | 
II. Ina circumeiſion did not imply and was not 
deſigned to ſignify, that the circumciſed- infant had 
an intereſt or ſtanding in the covenant, further ap 
pears from hence; as the children of believers, after 
the fleſh, were not conſidered as beirs of the promiſes 
made to Abraham; and yet, all the children and na- 
tural ſeed of believers were to be citeumciſen. 
Is it be really the caſe, that the zaiural ſeed of be- 
lievers were not conſidered as being heirs of the cove 
enant, and yet all ſuch children were to be circumciſ- 
ed, it muſt be evident, that the circumciſion of in- 
fants was not deſigned to indicate, or ſignify, any co- 
venant relation they were in to God. And are not 
each of theſe things obviouſly taught, in the ſacred 
ſcriptures? | rien Mr AAS | 


* 


W 


As to the children of Abraham, thoſe who were his 
natus al ſeed, or were born in his houſe or bongbt with 


% 


2. If every thing ſet up in the objection were admitted, it would not, in 
the leaſt weaken the argument. It is granted, in the objeQion; that ante- 
cedent to Abtaham's impottuning Go p, Iſimael was eneluded ſrom the 
covenant; yet, this was after GOD had directed Abraham to circumciſe ad 
that were fork in his bouſe, &c. The command to circumciſe Iſhmael, 
therefore, did not reſpet him as being in covenant 3 becauſe Abraham was 
commanded to circumciſe , him, antecedently to his being ſuppoſed to be in- 
covenant, even BY We objec e oi are 

Some have ſuppoſed, it if it be evident, that Iſhmael was finally in edve- 
nant, and died a good man, it militates againſt the preſeat agument. But 
if that were an eſtabliſhed fact, I conceive, it would not in the leaſt alter the 
concluſiveneſs of the argument. What was defigned by the argument was 
this, to ſhow, that the natural ſeed of believers, as luch, are not in covenant, ' 
and ſo not to he circumciſed or baptized, in talen of it. They, may become 
intereſted in the covenant, at any time, by becoming believers. I am not 
in the leaſt diſpoſed to controvert, whether Iſhmael, in any after period of 
his life, became a believer, and ſo perſonally intereſted in the effential blei- 
lings, which were given to his father Abrabam. It is ſufficient for the pre- 
lent argument, that he was not at tie time of his circumcilion ; nor as being 
4 natural for of Abraham.  ,. © 318 7 


his money, or in any proper ſends. Beldnged te Kim the 
inſtitution is expreſs in it, that they were to he cir. 
eumciſed. Not only Iſaac, the child of promiſe and 
heir of the covenant, but 74maz{/'the fon of the bond- 
woman, was to be circumeiſed. So all the males, 
which were under his cant ro and were at his #ſpoſul, 
were ſubjects of that ordinance. It cannot, there- 
fore; be a matter of doubt, whether all the children of 
Abraham, according to the fieth, were to be circuit. 
eiſed. ii e 10 
AN p, is it 'movequally vvidine; has the children of 
. -after the fleſn, were not confidered as the 
ehildren of God and intereſted in the promiſes, which 
were made 210i Abraham? et us attend to the ae. 
eount, which che apoſtle Paul gives us of this mat. 
ter, Rom! ix. 6-8. His words are theſe For thiy 
are not all Iſrael "which are of Hracl; neither becaldft 
they are ibe feed of Abraham, are they all children; bit 
in blaac Hall 1 feed be called,” The apoſtle them ex- 
plains himſelf thus. That is, they whith are the bil. 
drew of the fiſhy theſe ars not the children ef Gov, nt 
the children of the promiſe are counted for the ſerd!. It 
wobfervable, that the apoſtle contruſis the children of 
the „eh to the children of the promiſe; and denies, 
that the former are reckoned for the ſeed, while he 
confines the ſeed to the latter. By the children of the 
Age the apoftte;*doubtleſs, meant the natural offspring 
of Abraham and other believers, - By, the ch3/dren- bs 
tbe promiſe, he evidently meant to diſengu jb thoſe, 
who'had an iutereſt in the prumiſes made to Abrakath, 
That the children of the fleſh are not, as ſuch, inte- 
reſted in the promiſes or covenant, he illuſtrates by 
an example. There was Jacob and Eſau, both of 
them the ſons of aas; yet one was choſen and the 
other rejected; although they had the ſame claims, 
as being the children of a believing parent; and one 
in diſtinction from the obe had not forfeited the 
bleſſings of the covenant : for they were choſen and 
rejected, before they had © done either _ or ei. 


25 
that the purpoſe 6f Gop, according to election might 
ſtand, &c. By this it appears, that Gop did not 
conſider himſelf as being under any covenant obliga= 
tions, even to the children of his ſervant 1/aac ; and 
he dealt with them, as having a /overeign right, to do 
with them as ſeemed good in his fight, - The in- 
ſtance of T/aac and {ſpmaet, who were the children of 
Abraham, and yet; one was counted for the ſeed while 
the other was caft out, is alſo an example, whichteach- 
us, that the children of believers after the fleſh, are 
not conſidered as being intereſted in the covenant, 
Ix being evident, on the one hand, that an intereſt 
in the covenant did not extend to the children of be- 
lievers, as ſuch ; and on the other, that all the natu- 
ral offspring of believers, as ſuch, were to be circum- 
ciſed, it muſt follow as a conſequence ; that circums 
ciſion, as it reſpected infanis, did not imply or ſup- 
poſe, that thoſe infants which were circumciſed were 
in covenant nor indicate any ſuch ſtanding. If the 
circumciſion of infants were deſigned to ſignify their 
covenant relation to God, it was neceſſary, that a 
the children of believers, as ſuch, ſhould have an in. 
terefl in the covenant, in order to their being the pro- 
per ſubjects of circumciſion ; but this was not the 
caſe; the apoſtle aſſures us, that the children of the 
fleſh were not reckoned for the ſeed. 1/aac was 
counted for the /ced and [mart was excluded Ja- 
cob was choſen and Eau rejected. As circumciſion, 
as it reſpected the infant circumciſed, could not be 
deſigned as a toten of the covenant betwixt God and 

ſuch an infant, ſo it muſt be a joint /oken with a pa- 
renis own circumciſion, of his keeping covenant with 
God; and nothing could be ſignified, reſpecting 
ſuch a child, excepting dedication. 
Arno, I apprehend, the obſervations which 
have been. made, make it evident, that circumciſion, 
as it reſpected infants, was not conſidered or defi 
ed as a token, that infants were in covenant, and t 
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the covenant be intended) 3 anda title to the bleſſings 


eb, intereſt in the covenant did exiſt; cefpedting 
the children of believers, as ſuch; yet it may ferve 
further to confirm the ſentiment, if we conſider, 

II. Tur conſequences which reſult from the doc- 
tune of the covenant relation of the children of be- 
ievers; and that an intereſt in and title to the cove- 
nant was ſignified by infant circumciſion under the 
law, and ſo by infant- baptiſm under the goſpel. 
Ix it be true, that the children of belie vers, asiſuch; 
are in covenant, or have a title to the bleſſings of the 
covenant of grace, I ſee not, why it will not follow; 


s a neceſſary . that ſuch children will be 


ſaved: and, v the Jews were ſo reprehended, by 
John the Bapri for ſaying, * We haue Abrabam #0 
out father; formothing on conſequence can be meant 
by being in covenant, unleſs a title to the bleſſings of 


of the covenant does imply, a 90 to _ and n 
7 or having God ſor a God. 

Fr would not afford, as I can conceive, any relief 
to ſuy, that it is not meant, that the children of be- 
hevers have an uncondilional title to the bleſſings of 


the covenant, merely, on account of their being the 


children of believers-; for that would be ſaying, thar, 
as the children of believers, they have no real title. 
If a ral title depends upon ſomething elſe, befides 
their being the children of believers, then, as the 
children of believers they have no title. Which 
would be giving up the: covenant ftanding of the 
children of believers, as ſuch; And; it would avail as 
little to ſay, that the title of ſuch children is viſible 
and not ab/oluie ; for that would be, in effect n 


ing, that their ////e is not real, | 
Ir any thing important be meant, when it is Nai; 


that the children of believers are in covenant. with 


Gov, it muſt be this, that they have a preſent title, as 
being the children of belie vers, to the bleſſings of the 
covenant of grace; which bleſſings were ſummed 
up, in the covenant Gop made with Abraham, in 
having God for a Gop; and Gop is not ſo unrigh- 


| a 
teous as, not to fulfil his covenant engagements. It 
muſt then follow, from the doctrine under conſide- 
ration, that the children of believers willlas certain 
ly he ſayed, as that their parents will; for all the 
ſecurity that covenant parents have of their ſal vation 
is, their title to the bleſſings of the covenant of grace: 
and the ſame is ſuppoſed concerning their ſeed, in 
the. dactrine under conſideration. And the title of 
ſuch children muſt be equally ſure, with that of their 
believing parents for it is ſuppoſed to depend on 
the ſame condition; namely, the faith or covenant 
ſanding of their parents. But, it a real title to the 
bleſſings of the covenant be not meant, then ſaying, 
that ſuch children are in covenant muſt be, for ought 
I can ſee, a mere jingle of words, without any impor- 
tant ne ning. rags ef 7358 

Ir it, ſhould be ſaid, to avoid the conſequence we 
have under conſideration, that parents may after 
wards break covenant with Gop, and ſo cut off their 
children, by their unfaithfulneſs, from the bleſſings 
of the covehant, I would obſerve; that this would 
be urging ſomething, inconſiſtent with the principle 
we are conſidering. The principle and doctrine we 
are confidering, is this that the children of believers, 
as ſuch, are in covenant their being the children of 
believing parents is the condition of the title. But 
according to what is now urged, the title depends up- 
on the conſequent conduct and behaviour of parents. 
If the title of children be founded, on their being the 
children of believers; then, on this condition, the bleſ- 
ſings of the covenant muſt be ſecured. And urging, 
that they may be cut off from their ſitle by the canſe- 
Auen or future conduct of their parents, is giving up 
the original principle, and placing their tile upon a, 
different foundation. 1 IQ \ 


AGAIN; if it ſhould: be faid, that children may * 


tbemſelves off from the bleſſings of the covenant, by 
their future conduct, that would be urging {ſomething 
in oppoſition to the doctrine, of children's title to 
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the bleſlings of the covenant of grace, on ace of 


their being the children of believers; for on that 


fuppoſition, their title depends upon ſomething elſe, 
beſides their connection with believing parents; even 
upon their future behaviour; and fo puts them on a 
level with all other children. If the title of the chik- 
dren of believers,to the bleſſings of the covenant, dy 
depend upon fomething elſe, beſides their connection 
with believing parents, then they may be the chil. 

dren of believing parents and not have an intereſt in 
or title to the bleſſings of the covenant : but if their 


title depends upon their being the children of ſuch 


parents only, then being the children of ſuch parents, 
their titſe is /are and abſolute. If it ſhould be ſaid, 
to avoid the confequence under conſideration, that 
although it be meant, that the title of the children ef 
believers is abſolute while it continues, yet it is not 
intended to be affirmed, -that it continues always; 
but only to the time, when ſuch children ſhall be- 
corne capable of acting for themſelves ; I would an- 
ſwer, that then they have no title to the bleſſings of 
the covenant, only upon the ſuppoſition that they die 
before they are capable of acting for themſelves; for 
upon the preſent ſuppoſition, they are to begin to act 
as other children do: and, the condition of their en- 
joy ing Gop as their Gop, is not at all founded in 


their connection with believing parents. 


Bor viewing the matter in another point of light, 


would that which is now urged at all relieve the doe- 


trine, of the covenant title of the children of believ- 
ers, of the conſequence under conſideration; namely, 
that ſuch children will certainly be ſaved? Being 
once entitled to the bleſſings of the covenant of grace, 
implies a /ecur:ty of grace ; and, if grace be fecured, 
glory is ſecured. If the title laſt but a little time, on 
the original foundation, yet, as that ſecures grace, and 
as God has promiſed, that where a good work is be- 
gun, he will carry it on to the day of ſalvation, ſo fal- 
vation muſt, on that plan be effeCtually ſecured. 


SHOULD it be ſaid farther, to avoid the confequenee 
under conſideration, that it is not meant, by the doo- 
trine of the covenant title of the children of believers, 
that they have a title to internal bleſſings, but only to 
the external bleſſings of the covenant; ſuch as means 
of grace, a chriſtian education, &c. then, I apprehend 
the whole is a mere uullily. I think it appears, from 
what has been ſaid, that Gop has not ſecured thoſe 
external. bleſſings, in any covenant, either to believers 
or their children; for Gop does in fact deny them, 
in innumerable inſtances, to bath. He cuts off ſuch 
children by death ſends them into captivity, &c, 
And, believers themſelves are oſten deprived of thoſe 
external bleſſings, by ſickneſs and other providences. 
David was, for a long time, baniſhed from Gop's ſanc- 
tuary. But, are we to conſider the withholdment of 
thoſe bleſſings, as a breach of covenant on the part 
of Gop? We muſt not then ſuppoſe, that the chil. 
dren of believers have a covenant title to them. 
O the whole, I conceive it muſt be evident, from 
what has been ſaid, that the doctrine of the covenant 
ſtanding of the children of believers, as ſuch, is attended 
with this conſequence, that there is a certain connee- 
tion between beinga-child of a deliever and ſalvation ; 


and ſo, thavit was without any juſt warrant; that John 
the Baptiſt reproved the Jews for ſay ing, We have 


Abraham to our father; “ for if being the deſcendants 
and the natural iſced of believing parents do conſtitute 
an intereſt in and title to the bleſſings of che covenant 


of grace, then the Jews had a good right 0 promiſe 


themſelves great things, on account of their connec- 
tion with Abraham, as their father and progeniter ; 
yea, they might well expect, that Gop would be their 
Gop ; for that is the great god which is ſecured in 
the covenant of grace. This conſequence, which re- 


ſults from the doctrine of the covenant-ſtanding of 
the natural offspring of believing parents, as ſuch, leads 


us to ſee, that it-cannot be ſcriptural ; for John the 
Baptiſt warned the Jews againſt flattering themſelves 
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of covenant, bleſſings: na account + - ; -+Chinkene: 
to ſay within yourſelves we have Abraham to our fa- 


ther. And the apoſtle Paul, directly oppoſes ſuch 


an idea; for he expreſsly ſays, “hat the children of 
"the Helo art not the children of Gop; and that Jacob 
Was loved and Elau rejected, although «thay: Were 
<quall the children of Iſaac.” = N 
| TAKING into .confideratian, | the ſeveral. n 


ch have; been ſuggeſted, is it not evident, that the 


general idea of the covenant ſtanding of the zatural 
; offspring of , believers, as ſuch, is unſcriptural; that 
Infant circumcifion, did neither ſignify nor imply, 
ſuch covenant ſtanding.; And, that che ciroum- 
eilion of a parent and \his children, was deſigned to 
ſignify the ſame thing, viz. the covenant ſtanding of 


che parent? Doth this net appear, from what was 


ſaid at the firſt inſtitution of circumciſion ?? ds ãt not 
alſo evident, that circumciſion was extended, in fact, 
to ſuch children as were expreſsly excluded from the 
covenant and promiſes made to Abraham? Andif it 
be the caſe, that the children of the fleſh are not count- 
ed for the ſeed and heirs of the promiſe, and yet, all 
the children of the fleſh were to be circumciſed, muſt 
it not be evident, that infant circumciſion was not de- 
figned to ſignify and did not imply, a a covenant ſtand- 


ing, reſpecting the circumciſed child? 


IA not inſenſible, that a variety ot things will 


be addiiced, as objections to what hath been advanc- 


ed, which merit a particular conſideration; __ _ 
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SECTION e 
2 objections to what bath eee FY 1 


preceding ſection, are confidered. 5 2 


_ 
* N the preceding ſection, 1 attempted to prove, that 

infant circumciſion was not defignedto indicate a 
covenant relation to Go, relative to the circumciſtd 
child ; yea, that no ſuch relation doth, in fact, exiſt 
between Gov: and the 2atnral ſeed of believers, as 
ſuch ; but that the real deſign of circumciſion, both 
adult and infant was to indicate and jointly to ſignify; 
the © righteouſneſs of the: faith,”” or good covenant 
ſtanding of the parent. Several things, it is appre- 
hended, will be advanced, as objections to this ſenti« 
ment in particular; viz. that no covenant relation 
doth exiſt, between Gop and children, on account of 


their being the children of covenant or Wn pa- | 


rents. 

I 8HALL now proceed to conſider and attempt to 
obviate, ſuch objections as will probably aziſe ; for; 
I wiſh. not to build on a ſentiment, which is embar- 
raſſed with unanſwerable objections: 

Osjrc TIN I. Tat covenant and 1 which 
Gop made to Abraham, Iwill cſtabliſb my covenant 
between: me and thee, and THY SEED after thee o be 
a Gor unto THEE and THY SEED ' after thee,” ſtands,.ad 
an inſurmountable objection to what hath been ad- 
vanced; as it clearly teaches us, that the Covenant 
did extend to the natural ſerd of Abraham. 

ANSW BR. Ir the promiſe, reſpected: in the objee- 
tion, militate at all 
muſt be, becauſe by the term ſced is meant, the aa. 


ral ſeed of Abraham. The whole ſtrength of the ob- 


jection ariſes, from that:ſenſe of the term ſeed. 


Ir may be proper and neceſſary to ꝓremiſe a ſer 


things, before I proceed, directly to eſtabliſi the 
meaning of the term N uſed-1 in the N ee: un · 


der conſideration. 1 E. 4 
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againſt: what I have advanced, it 
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Ax; one thing which it is of importance to pres 
miſe, is, that the promiſe made, in the paſſage under 
conſideration, is as ex/en/ve as it reſpects the ſec d, ay 
it is reſpectirg Abrabam himſelf. That is, it includes 
every thing reſpecting Abraham's ſced, that it includes, 

when conſidered with reſpect to Abraham per/onally, 

Therein Gop promiſes, preciſely the ſame thing 

Abraham's ſecd, that he does to Abraham. He prom. 
tes, equally, to be a Gop; and to be a God in the 

fame ſenſe to the /eed of Abraham; that he does to 

Abraham himſelf. It cannot be ſaid, that to the /eed 


is promiſed only ſome external bleſſings, if bleſſings 


ofa more important nature are promiſed to Abraham; 


for the promiſe is made in exactly the ſame terms 


and words to both, If we can infer, therefore, from 
the promiſe under confideration, that Abraham's . 
tural feed; as fuch, were intereſted in any bleſſings. of 
the covenant, or were intereſted in the covenant made 
with him, we muſt ſuppoſe, they were ſo in the full- 
eſt ſenſe of the words; as ex/en/ively; at leaſt; as Abra- 
ham was ; becauſe the covenant 1s expreſſed in the 
ſame terms, both as it reſpected Abraham and his /zed. 


Taking the term ſeed to mean Abraham's natural ſeed; ll 
muſt, therefore, unavoidably lead us to this conclu- 


fion ; that the natural ſecd of Abraham were intereſted 
in the covenant of grace, as extenſively as Abraham 
himſelf :— That Gop engages to. be the Gop of the 
natural ſeed of Abraham and other believers, as exten< 
ſively and in the /ame ſenſe, that he engages to be the 
Gop of believers. Ty 8 

It is neceſſary to premiſe further, that the /z2ed; in 
the promiſe under conſideration, not only are inte- 
reſted in bleſſings as extenſevely as Abraham himſelf, 
but as poſitively and a&/o/utely. They have the 


fame ſecurity of the ſame bleſſings which were ſecur- 
ed to Abraham; tor the ſecurity is —_ in the 


fame manner and by the /ame words. If the promiſe, 
therefore, ſecured to Abraham, the ricbeſi bleſſings of 
a ſpiritual nature, it ſecured the ſame things to the 
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feed If the -ptomile as it reſpected Aale cons con- 
tained all the 505 mngs of the couenant of grace, and all 
the ſecurity that ibat covenant contains; it did ſo reſ- 
pecting the ſeed. If the promiſe compriſed and ſe- 
cured the /alvation of Abraban, it alſo included and 
ſecured the /aluat ion o the ed. Now, with theſe 
things in view, does it not appear, that there is rea» 
ſon to ſcruple, whether the atural /eed of Abraham 
and of ather believers. were intended; by the term 
ſced in the promiſe under confideration ? Can we be 
lieve it to be the caſe, that the natural Jeed of Abra- 
ham and of other believers are intereſted in the cove- 
nant. of grace, as extenſtvei) as believers themſel ves; 
that they have all that fecurity of alvation that be- 
lie vers have? If it were the caſe; well might the 
Jews glory in 1t, that they had 1 Abraban to HOP 
fal ber..“ 

Bzes1Des, if circuthncition were defip ned to be an e 
ternal token of the covenant, as it refed: infants, 
another difficulty will occur, in fixing upon Abra 
ham's natural ps ing as the ſed intended in the pro- 
miſe; for, upon that ſuppoſition, it muſt be confined 
to. Abraham's: natural children; whereas the inſtitu- 
tion extended it to all that were Born in his houſe, and 
bought with his money. The term /ead cannot mean, 
therefore, the natural offspring of Abraham, as ſuch. 
Bur, that the difficulty ſtated in the objection may 
be fully obviated and removed, I would obſerve, 
that it is very clear, from the ſacred ſcriptures, that 
the term /eed in the promiſe under confideration, was 
not deſigned to point out, either the natura deſcen- 
dants or ſervants of Abraham. 1 apprehend it was 
made evident, in the former fection, that the cove- 
nant made with Abraham, did not extend to all his 
own natural offspring. * Tamas, Abraham's ſon, was 
excluded and 1/aac was counted for the e.. As 
for Ihmael I bade heard thee, &c. Bur MY COVENANT 
WILL I ISTAT ran WI rer 1 So that the term 
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i in the promiſe, did not” coniprehemd! all ou Mas 


tural ſeed of Abraham. | 
Tux ſame thing will appear, with aclditionatt evi. 
dence, if we ee co the explanation, which the apoſ- 
tle Paul gives of the Abrahamic covenant; and par- 
ticularly: of the term. e d, in his letter to the Romans, 
th chapter. The apoſtle there conſiders the Jews; 
coliectively, as the people to 'whom pextained the 
adopt ian. the glory, and the covenant, &c. v. 4. Nev- 
ertheleſs he adds v. 6. 7. They are not ALL Ißrael, 
which are 1/rael, ncither becauſe they are the SEED 
Abraham, (i. e. natural . deſcendants from Abra- 


Ham} © are'/hey ALL children; but in IAA h? uh 
ſetd be called.“ In theſe words. the apeſtle clearly 


teaches us, that by the ee in the promiſe to Rhra- 
ham, was not intended his natural ſced, as ſuch; but 
the teim is limited to Iſaac, to the exclufiom of all 


others. In the next verſe (v. 8) the apoſtle thus ex- 


plains hiinſelf ; © bat ig they which are the childronof 
the FLESH, theſe are not. the childrin of GOD; 16ut be 
chilarcn of the PROMISE are counted fr the sEED.“ It 
is to be carefully obſerved; that in theſe words, the 
apoſtle deſignedly d. ſtinguiſhes: the childrun of be 
promiſe, as he ſecd, in diſt inction from the children of 
the fleſb, the natural ſeed of Abraham. Which makes 
it evident, that the apoſtle Paul did not conſider tlie 
term ſecd, in the promiſe. now under conſideration, 
as deſigned to point out the natural offspring of Abra- 
ham and other believers; for he expreſsly H ricts it 
to Laac in diſtinction from all others: and carefully 
diſtinguiſhes. between the chilaren of the fiſb and the 
children of promiſe, It appears, therefore, that the 
text under confideration affords no kind of evidence, 
that the nalural ſecd of Abraham and other believers 
are intereſted in the covenant; or that circumce iſion, 
as it rejpected infants, was erk to ſignify: or im- 
Ply. any ſuch intereſt; becauſe the ordinance was'ito 
extend to all Abrahanr's natural poſterity ;) ea ro.thoſe 
that were born in his houſe and bought with his money. 
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Al rnoven it Clearly ates from what has been 
already obſerved, that the words under conſideration, 
cannot be conſidered as any objection to what Was 

advanced in the former ſection, as the term / id can- 
not be conſidered, as meaning the natural ſced of Abra- 
ham; yet, I would further attempt to ſhow, in What 
ſenſe we are to underſtand the term ſecd in the prom- 
iſe. In order to which, IWould obſerve, that al- 
though the term ſeed in the promiſe, was reſtricted to 
1Jaac in diſtinction from Jſamael, yet it comprehen- 
ded Ilaac's ſced, in the ſame ſenſe that it did the ſced 
of Abraham; as appears from Gen. xvii. 19. It is 
of importance to obſerve further, that the promiſe 

made to Iſaac and his /ced was made to him, as a 

type of Ixsus Carisr and of thoſe who were given to 

him in the covenant of redemption ; and ſo the term 


ſeed ultimately pointed at Ixsus Cunlsr, and thoſe 


who were given him by the Father; and compre- 
| hends all ſrue believers, in every age of the world. 

Thus it is explained, by the apoſtle Paul, Gal. ili. 16. 

« Now to Abraham and his ſeed were the promiſes made. 
He ſaith, not aud to ſeeas, as of many. ; bul as of ONE, and 
10 thy ſeed, which is CHRIST.” Theſe words reſpect, 

the very promiſe we have now under conſideration ; 
and were deſigned to explain to us the term /#cd, to 
which the promiſe was made, as well as io Abraham; 
and the apoſtle expreſsly teaches. us, that although 
Jſaac was mentioned as the /ced, yer he was reſpected 
as a he and repreſemative of Jesus Cnr18T ; and 
that the term ultimately and in the fulleſt ſenſe reſ- 
pected CHRIST JESUS. 

FARTHERMORE, it is 9 to W lng that in 
CuRIsT Jesus, the /eed ultimately reſpected in the 
promiſe, was comprehended, al that were given to 
Chriſt, in the covenant of redemption; or 4d that 
ee in every age of the world. That the term /eed 
is applicable to Chriſt Jeſus, in his mediatorial ca- 
pacity, and: comprehends a// that are given to him is 
evident, from what the apoſtle Paul further ſays, in 
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before cited Gal. iii. After the apoſtle had ſaid, that 
Chriſt Jeſus was the /eed referred to in the promiſe, 
he adds; v. 26 and onward, ** ye are all the children 
of God, by faith in Chrift Feſus ; there is netther Jo 
nor Greek, Ac. for ye art all ons in Cbriſi Fejus, © 
if ye be Chriſt 5 (1. e. 'believers) then are Tr 
SEED, AND HEIRS ACCORDING-TO THE PROMISE. It 
is evident, from theſe words, that the apoſtle conſid. 
ered, all that believe, in every. age of the world, as 
being comprchended in Chriſt, as the ſeed. Hence, 
in v. 9, of the ſame fs wad the apoſtle ſays, they 
which be of faith® be Who they will 4 are 
Bleſſed ae. 2 2 nd on, 

ON. the whole, from the obſervations which have 
been made, I truft it appears, that the promiſe made 
to Abraham, cannot be conſidered, as an objection 
to what is advanced, inthe preceding ſection. But, 
inſtead of its teaching us, that the natural ſeed of de⸗ 
lievers, as ſuch, are intereſted in the covenant, there 
is additional evidence, from what has now been ſaid, 
that they are not. If the term. ſeca be conſidered as 
pointing at the zatural. ſeed of believers, then we 
muſt conclude, that the natural feed of Abraham and 
of other believers are interefted in he bleſſings of 

the covenant of grace, as extenſively and abſolutely as 
Abraham and other believers are; for the intereſt of 
the /ced, in the covenant, is expreſſed at the fame ſime 
and by the ſame worde with the intereſt of Abraham. 
Beſides ; at the time the promiſe was made, it was 
explicitly declared, that the promiſe was not made 
to the natural ſeed of Abraham, as ſuch; for 1/aac 
was diſtinguiſhed as the ee, and Iſbmael was reject- 
ed. It appears, alſo, that the promiſe made to Haac 
and his ſeed, was made to him, as a Hype of Chrift, 
| and, that the feed, reſpected in the promiſe, had: an 
1 ultimate and expreſs reference to Chriſt, as the head 
| of all believers. They, as being in Chriſt, are the /eed 
refpected : for being Chriſt's, they are Abrabam 
Seed. and heirs according to the promiſe. It will, from 
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thence” follow, chat infant eircumeiſſon, which was 
to extend to all Abraham's vaturul offspring, yea, to 
his ſervants, was hot conſidered, as a /ig# or token of 
their covenant relation to God; becauſe, being Abra 
ham's children after the fleſh, did not entitle to the 

romifes, Without adding any thing further here, 
i ſhall preſume upon it, that the objection is ſuffi= 
ciently obviated and removed. E PVF, <> SE TO 
 OzzecrIon II. It is faid, Acts ii. 39, The Ro- 
MISE 7s into you, and 10 your CHILDREN, and io all that 
are afar off, even as many as the Lord our Ged ſball call 1 
which words contain an expreſs affirmation, that 
the promiſe is unto children, as well as unto parents 1 
and ſo are directly oppoſed, to the ſentiment ad- 
vanced, in the preceding ſection. 5.1 
Answes. The whole ſtrength of the objection 
formed on this paſſage, depends upon the truth of the 
two following propofitions ; namely, that the promiſe 
ſpoken of in the text, is the ſane promiſe which was 
made to Abraham; and, that by children is meant, 
the natural ſeed of believers. I am not inſenſible, that 
ſuch a ſenſe and interpretation of the words has very 
generally been entertained : and, in that view of them, 
they have been conſidered, as a capital proof of the 
doctrine of infant-baptiſm. Bur, if the words are 
to be confidered, as holding forth an intereſt in and 
title to the covenant of grace, reſpecting the natural 
ſeed of believing parents, we muſt unavoĩdably con- 
clude, that the intereſt and title of ſuch children, to 
the bleffings of the covenant of grace, is as eaten 
and abſolute as that of believing parents: and, that 
their ſalvation is as certain as the falvation of pa- 
rents; for their intereſt in the covenant or promiſe, 
is expreſſed in the ſame terms. As much is affirm- 
ed concerning chilarrn as parents. But, this cannot 
be admitted, as being in reality the caſe. We muff, 
therefore, conclude, that there is ſome miſtake im- 
plied in the objection, i ative to the meaning of the 
objected text. And, I apprehend, that a little atten- 
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tion to the words, will convince an unprejudiced 
mind, that they have no reſpect to the promiſe made 
to Abraham; but that they ſolely. reſpect a prophecy 
or prediction, of the, prophet Joel, concerning the ef- 
ſuſion of the Holy Spirit, in the /aft days; or under 
the golpel diſpenſation. In the beginning of the 
chapter, Which contains the words under conſide ra- 
tion, there is an account, of a very extraordinary op- 
eration of the Holy Ghoſt, on the minds of the mul- 
titude, who u ere afſembled together, © in one place,” 
on the day of pentecoſt. Although the winds of the 
meſt were amazed and aftoniſhed, yet ſome mocked 
and derided the apoſtles, as though they were“ full 
of pew wine.“ Peter ſtands up — addreſſes them, 
in theſe words (v. 16) * This 5s that which Was [Poken by 
the prophet Feel. He then procceds to rehcarſe the 
prediction a large, v. 17. Aud il ſhall come 10 paſs 
in the laſt days, ſailh God, I will pour out my /pirit u pon 
all fleſb, Sc. that is, upon Jews and Gentiles. After 
he had made it evident, that what hen took place was 
the fulfilment of a prophecy, which reſpected the 
goſpel day, or the time of the Meſſiah,” he proceeds 
to ſhow, that that day was in fact come ;—that Chriſt 
was crucified and riſen as was foretold by David, in 
the 16 pſalm. From all which Pe er makes this in- 
ference, v. 33: That Chriſt being raiſed and exalted, 
and having received the promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, 
« He hath fhed forih this which ye now ſee.” It was 
evident, from comparing the promiſe of the Holy 

Ghoſt, in the laſt days, made by the prophet Joel, 
with what then took place, that the Meſſiah had 
come, and that the goſpel day was introduced. 
What the apoſtle advanced had its effect, and pro- 
duced full conviction, in the minds of many of his 
hearers— They © were pricked in their hear, and 
enquired, © Men aud brethren, what ſball we do! 
Peter replies, Repent,-and be baptized every one of 
you, in the name of Feſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion of ſins; 
and ye ſhall receive the GIFT OF THE HoLy GHOST ; 


—_— 8 Cd 


— mt 1 _. vw 


cn __—_ 
w 1 


— 


= 2 m QA Bo RK na w(Qw 


MLU — Donny OS So GED GBA SG — h - A 2 —- 


— 


Job - the PROMISE IS UnTo You AND: To YouR ch11= 
DRENj-&c. What promiſe muſt we ſuppoſe the 
apoſtie had in view It muſt be the promiſe” of the 
Holy GnosT, which was made by the prophet Joel; 
for no other promiſe had been mentioned, in the 
whole preceding diſcourſe : and this promiſe is here 
mentioned, as a reaſon, why ſuch as ſhould repent 
and be baptized might expect to receive the Holy 
Ghoſt ; us Peter, in the words ys had decla- 
red they ſnould. % 0 7: 

Ir: is to be remarked, that the promiſe {0 called} 
was not a covenart, but a prodiezion- or declarulion of 
what was to take place, under a particular diſpenſa- 
tion; or *in the laſt days.” 1 hey to whom the a- 
poltle was addreſſing- himſelf, were ſubjects, on 
whom, the prophety ot predidlion was fulfiling. The 
apoſtle, therefore, calls upon them, to-repent and be 
baptized; and thereby acknou ledge and ſubmit to 
the chriſtian diſpenſation, which they then ſaw, 
with ſuch ſtriking evidence, was introduced. The 
apoſtle, when he ſaid, “ he promi/e 16 t% % &c. was 
not teaching them any covenant obligation, which 
God was under, either to them or their ch:1dren'; but, 
that the prediction, as to the fulfilment of it, reſpec 
ed them and future generations: And; it being ſo evi- 
dent, that the chriſtian diſpenſation was introduced, 
he calls upon them to ſubmit to it, by being baptiz- 
ed. The prophet Joel, applied the promiſe or 
prediction to“ the laſt days, the goſpel day: and 
the apoſtle Peter further explains it, by ſaying, that 
the fulfilment of it was not confined to thoſe, who 
then heard him ſpeak ; but it was extended to their. 
children, and their childrens children, even to the la- 
teſt generations. 

Ir hence appears, that it would be inifepplying 
the promiſe mentioned, in the paſſage under con ſide- 
ration, to conſider ir, as being the promiſe which was 
made to Abraham: and a greater miſapplication and 
_ of it, to infer from 1 17 that IN are intereſt- 


ry in the coveiant of grace; becauſe their prend 
are; for the promiſe appears to have no reference to 
the Abrahamic covenant; but is reſtricted to a par- 
ticular prophecy and prediction. Indeed; there is no- 
thing, of the nature of a covenant; contained in the 
promiſe under confideration ; it is clearly a T 
tion of what ſhould come to paſs, in the la 
and when the apoſtle told his hearers, that the rite 
miſe, was to them, &c. he meant no more; than that 
the promiſe, as to the accompliſhment of it; reſpects 
ed them, — their children and ſucceeding genen 
both Jews and Gentiles. 
Irx appears evident, therefore, that the paſſage un⸗ 
dier conſideration cannot be confidered, as containing 
any objection to what has been advanced; for it 
hath no reſpect to the Abrahamic covenant; or caves | 
fuch of grace, nor to the nainrae} /red of Wine 
uch. 
0. JECTION III. Ir may be ob; jected, to what is 
advanced in the foregoing ſection, N it ſtands di- 
rectly oppoſed to what the apoſtles {aid to the Jay lor, 
Acts xvi. 31. And they ſaid, helic ue on the Lord Je. 
ſus Chriſti, and thou fhall be faved and THINE HOUSE, 
In what the apoſtles ſay, it will be urged, is not merely 
implied but directly aſſerted that the bleſſings of the 
new covenant do belong to the children of belicyers; 
and that upon the condition of the faith of parents. 
- Answes. LF this paſſage do teach us, that the 
children of believers, as ſuch, are intereſted at all in 
the bleflings of rhe covenant of grace, it teaches us, 
that they are intereſted in them as extenſively and pers 
feckly as their pelie ving parents are: and will as cer- 
tainly be ſaved. 

Bur, is not ſuch a conſtruction of the paſſage, his 
rectly oppoſed to the moſt plain and poſitive aſſer- 
tions of ſacred writ ? Did nor God reckon Z/aac for 
the ſeed and exclude Inde? Did he not chuſe 7. 

coc and reject K/au £ Doth not the apoſtle Paul ſay, 
They which are the children of e is! theſe 
are not the children of God?” 
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„ to ſee why we may not, with 
equai reaſon, conclude that the faith of the Jaylo? 
would availfor:the: falvation of his wife, as his chil- 


dren ; for iſſie as much EEE to his houſe or fam 


ily as fis children did. 


FaRTHERMORE} it would have FEA ory, : forcigh a 


from tlie queſtion put to the apoſtles, for them to 
have gone into the conſicration of the infſuence of 


the faith of parents, on the ſtate of children. The 


Jay lor was under great diſtreſs, and enquired, “ Sirs, 
what muſt Ido to be ſaued? The apoſtles directed Eng 
to © Hlieue on the: Lord Feſus:Chriſt and thou Halt be 


ſaved, and thine honſe.** The moſt natural and obvi- 


ous ſenſe of the direction is, that believing would be 


effectual co his ſalvation ; and that the ſame would 


be effectual;. alſo, reſpecting his houſe. The latter 
clauſe \xeſpecting" his oe was added, to let the 
Jaylor know, that they preſcribed for hic 0 Angular 
condition of ſalvation; but it was the common con- 
dition, on: which he, and his whole houſe, and every 
ſinner might be ſaved. This ſenſe of the paſſage 1 * 
as I cbnceive,, natural and eaſy ; but the ſenſe 

upon it in the objectipn is e to plain fact; is 
in the caſe. of Iſaac and Iſnmacl, and Jacob and Eſau ; ; 
and is oppoſed to the moſt plain and obvious deſign, 
of that caution which q ohn the baptiſt gave to the 
Jews; 4 think not to fay, within yourſelves, we have 
Abraham to our father; for they could not expect 


more, by being the children of Abraham than the 


text under conſideration teaches us, that children 
may expect, from being the children of believers, if 
taken in the fenſe | in which! It-18 ene in the ob- 
jection. 

Os jrertom IV. 171 is FEEY Deut. xxx; GC The 
Lord thy God Twill circuniciſe #bine heart and ihe heart of 
thy SEED, io loue the Lord: (hy God, &c wherein there 
is contained a promiſe of mas grace unto the 
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culiarly intereſted in the bleſſings of the covenant of 

race. , "z£Þ . | CC 
1 AnsweR. By attending to the paſſage. of ſcrip- 
ture contained in this objection, in its connection, 
we ſhall ſee, that it holds forth nothing, which is, in 
the leaſt, repugnant to the idea of the ſtanding of the 
children of behevers, held forth in the preceding ſec- 
tion. In the preceding chapter, Moles had been pro- 
' nouncing -#/c//ings on the obedient,” and curſes on the 
diſobedient, The chapter which contains the paſſage 
under conſideration, begins, by ſay ing, that if the 
children of Iſrael, after experiencing thoſe bleſſings 
and curſes, . ſhould return unto the Lord, they and 
their children with all their heart, and with all therr ſoul, 
that then the Lord their God would turn their :caps 
tivity, &c. And, * Vany of thine be driven out, unto 
the out maſi parts of heaven ; from thence will the Lord 
thy God, gather ther, and from thence, will be felch thee ; 
and the Lord\thy God will bring thee, into the land Thich 
thy fathers poſſi d, and thou fhallt poſſeſs it; and be 
' will do thee good, and multiply thee above iby fathers; 
And the Lord thy God will circumciſe thine hear! and 
the heart of thy ſeed, &c.“ The whole amount of 
the paſſages, taken together, is this; that in caſe the 
Jews ſhould be carried into captivity, if they and 
their children would turn to God; that then God 
would return them from their captivity, and pour 
out his ſpirit upon them. God is here informing his 
people, by Moles, the plan upon which he meant to 
act, in dealing out good and cu. And, at the ſame 
time; lets them know, thut this is a plan, that he 
means ſhould extend to their children to after gen- 
erations Ard hence, when the condition of enjoying 
the bleſſing: of God is expreſſed (which is turning un- 
to the Lord with al-the heart) their children are con. 
ſidered as turning to God, as well as they themſel ves, 
(verſe 2.) © And ſbali return unio the Lord thy God, &c. 
au and thy children, with all thine heart, and with all 
4% ſoul,” then &c. as in verſe 3. The children and /eed 
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are introduced, only to flow, that God had eſtabliſh- 


ed the ſame. plan of operation,  ref..efting them and 


their children after them—God informs his people, 


verſe 9, how extenſively he would bleſs them, in caſe 
they ſhall at any time return to Him, and obey his 
voice. The Lord thy God will make thee plenteous in 
every work of thine hand, in the fruit of thy body, and in 


the fruit of thy cattle, and in the fruit of thy land, &c.” 


Now if it were really intended, that God would actu- 
ally regenerate the children of his people, in the paſ- 
ſage under conſideration, we could no more infer, 
that their children were in covenant, than that the 
fruit of their catile and land were in covenant, becauſe 
God ſays, he will bleſs them, in the fruit of their caz- 
tle aud in the fruit of their land, &c. as well as in their 


children. In truth, nothing further can be deſign- 


ed than to ſhow us, how extenſively intereſted God's 
own people are, in his favour and loving kindneſs ; 
ſo far intereſted, that every thing, their cbildren, cattle, 


and lands, ſhall be ſubordinated to their good. It is 
unreaſonadle to infer a title to the peculiar bleſſings 
of the covenant of grace, reſpecting the natural feed 


of believers, as ſuch, from the expreſſions uſed in the 
paſſage under coniideration, when it is capable of 
another important meaning; and eſpecially, when it 


is ſo expreſsly ſaid, that the children of the fleſh are 


not the children of God; and when {/macl, Abra- 
ham's own ſon, was rejected and excluded from the 


covenant. N 
OzJecTion V. Gop declares in his word, that 


believers, or his people, ſhall be bleſſed in the fruit of . 


the womb—in the fruit of their body—that it thall go 
well with them and with herr children after them, &c.“ 


All which declarations imply, that the children of 


believers have an intereſt in the covenant. And, 
reſpecting the righteous, it is alſo ſaid ; © his ſoul 
ſhall dwell at eaſe and his/eed ſhall inherit che earth.“ 


4 _ 


> ak, 
"4 *. 
f "== 4 
R. . 3 
J * 454 y 
5. 73-34 
25,198 
>. 17 
—_— , 
+8 n 
7 7 % * 
5 4 * 4 
1 * 
\ _ angus v2.3 
( $4. BIW 
: 3.0. 
_ AS 
 =£© k 
a4 © 44% * 1 8 - 2 
7 1 - 
x +, $5 
— ”. = 
f * i 
r 4 
33 6 
4 5 1 1 
: L o 
- A 
p „ 4 y k 1 
© * * 
* 
* * * * 
— N , 
; 


— 
— 
5 


r — „„ * 
9 X — — 29 O_ — pa 
4a ty ts 2 * 


Rs 
—— —— 
. 
* 


- — — 2 
+ OI a : 


1 
; 
Y 
j 
| 


0 
EF 
9 
; } 
Fi 

4 


- 
2 IP SI 1G CON HET EEC ns DEE Lon DEP — r 2 
4 .. K ai 
* 


_covenant ; and equally 


— — — 


And © he children of thy ſervants malle continue, and 
their ed ſhail be eſtabliſhed before thee.! “ 
ANSWER. As to the declarations which are con- 
tained in the firſt part of the objection, I would ob. 
ſerve ; that they are only declarations, which God 
makes to his people, of the extent of his deſigns to 
bleſs them. God lays, in the paſſages alluded to in 


the objection, that they ſhall be bleſſed in the fruit of 


the womb, &c. In other places, and indeed in 
connection. with thoſe very declarations,, God - lays, 


that they ſhall be bleſſed in the fruii of their ground and 


their cattle, in the inereaſe of their kinc, ind the focks 
of their beep, in their baſe and in their ere. Now, 


are we from thence to infer, that the fruit of this 


cattle and kine, their Heep, their baſket and flore are in 
covenant with God? Why not, as well as that chil. 
dren are, becauſe God declares to the righteous or 
believers, that they ſhall be bleſſed in their children? 
It 1s obtervable, that thoſe promiſes are no more 


made to children, than to the calle, baſket and frove'; 


but they are bleſſings which God gives to believers." 

Gop declares, that * 4 things work together for 
good, to them that love him ;*”” Which implies, that 
their children, cattle, flocks, and their increaſe, the 
wrath of all their enemies—yea, the malice and Jubtit- 
y of alan, ſhall be fo over-ruled and diſpoſed of, as 
ſhall terminate in the higheſt good of ſuch as love 
God. But can we infer, becauſe God 'prom:ifes 


ſuch good to them who fove him, that he eſtabliſhes 


his covenant. with their calile—with their ai ted ene- 
mies and with tan himſelf ?—Thoſe declarations 
are only deſigned to:ſhow good men, how «xtenfrvely 
God deſigns to bleſs them. It would be unrea ſona- 


ble to conclude, that all thoſe things, which God will 


bleſs to the good of his pare are intereſted in the 
in the caſe of children, as 
in regard to other enumerated  dleſſings ; ſince it is 


# Plates a NXP 413. and Cit. 28, 


ſo expreſaly ſaid, that 4 children of the 750 6 are 1 


the children of God. 
As to thoſe paſſages of Serinense which are men- 


tioned, in the latter part of the objection, it may be | 


ſufficient to obſerve, that they, with many other paſ- 


ſages of like import, reſpect the generation or ſucceſ- 


fon of righteous men, and not their naſlural offspring. 
It is faid, “ God is in the generation of the rigbiebus.. 
« The generation of the upright ſhall be bleſſed.” In 
theſe paſſages, the race of godly, upright and righte- 
ous men are meant; or the: pious in every generation 
and age. And the paſſages, now under confideration, 


are doubtleſs parrellel with them. They cannot 


have reference to the natural feed of the righteous ; 


becauſe it is EXPRERLY ſaid, that 7hey are not the chi- 


dren of God. 

OBI EC TION VI. Tag tranſactions which took 
place, between God and the tribes of Ifrael, on the 
plains of Moab (recorded in Deut. 29th chapter) in- 
dicate, that the children of God's covenant people 
are in covenant with him; for they were preſent, and 
the covenant is faid to be made with thoſe preſent, 
and with thoſe who were abſent. 

Axswer. TI apprehend, but a little attention to 
the tranſactions reſpected in this objection, will make 


it evident, that nothing can be inferred from them, 


which is inconſiſtent with what has been advanced, 
in the preceeding ſection. If it be the caſe, as I 
truſt it certainly is, that parents, in covenanting with 
God, do dedicate not only themſelves, but their cbil- 
dren io him, there was the higheſt propriety in their 
taking their little ones with them, when they ap- 
peared before God, for the expreſs purpoſe of renew- 
ing their covenant, for in rene wing their covenant, 
they were to dedicate their children as well as them- 
ſelves. There was a' ſufficient reaſon for taking 
their /i//le ones with them, 3 _— were Wee con- 
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ſidered as being entitled to the bleſſings of God's co. 
venant : and io it cannot be infered, from thence, 
that they had any ſuch intereſt. And. although it be 


ſaid, that God made a covenant with thole; we 


were hen ſtanding before him, and with. thole that 


were ablent, yet there is nothing appears, from the 
whole account of the traniaction, that any, excepting 
adults, were reſpected, in thoſe expreſſions. It muſt 
appear, from lomethinꝝ elle, beſide this account of 
the tranſaction, if- it appear at all. The hiſtory of 
this tranſaction, therefore, cannot be conſidered, as 
containing any thing, inconfiſtent with the ſemtir 
ment, advanced in the former ſection. 

. NetTHneR can any vhing be inferred, in oppoſition 
to what has been advanced, from the covenant's be- 
ing binding on all, If it had been ſaid, that the itil 
ones in particular were holden to do the things con- 
tained in the covenant, which was made between God 
and Iſrael, we could not infer, that they were inter. 
eſted in the H eings of the covenant, merely as being 
the children of covenant people; for their being ded- 
tated io God, and by God's command, implies ſuch 
obligations. We have reaſon to conclude, that there 
are thouſands of men, who are under indiſpenfibl 
obliga ions to do the duties which are enjoined in 
the goſpel, who, at the ſame time, have no covenant- 
title to the bleſſings which it tenders. 

NoTHiwnG, therefore, can be inferred from tht 
tranſactions, on which the preſent objection is ground- 
ed, in oppoſition to what has been advanced. 

 OzJecTtion VII. Ou Saviour ſays, Mark x. 14 
« Suffer the litil: children lo come unto me, and forbid 
them not : for OF SUCH IS THE KINGDOM OF Geb, 
which ſuppoſes, that little children are interefied i 
the bleſſings of the covenant : for our Saviour con- 
fiders them, as the objects of divine benediction; 
and exprelsly ſays, that“ of /uch is ihe kingdom of God. 

ANSWER I. IT doth not appear, that the /ii1/e chil 
uren, mentioned in the verſe, on which this objection 
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ig founded, were the children of covenatt or Belicwing 
parents. Neither doth it appear, whether more or 
jeſs be implied, in Chriſt's ing them, and faying 
6c of ſuc h i is the kingdom of God, 22 that they had any 
covenant=title to chõſe bleſſings.; or if they had, that 
they held that tille, by being the children of belirving 


parents ; and ſo, cannot be conſidered, as ary, 


at all againſt what has been ſaid. 


2. lr we attend: more particularly to aps ee 
con eive, we ſhall ſee, that there is nothing at all 


aſſerted, or held forth in it, from whence we can in- 


fer, the covenani-ſtanding of the children of believ- 
ers, as ſuch, or of any children. If ſuch an inference 
can be made, i it muſt" be, eicher becauſe Chriſt #/efſet 


them; or, becauſe he ſaid, © of fuck ts the king dom of 


Ged.”* But doth, Chriſt's S hem imply, that 
they had an intereſt in the covenant of grace? It ſo} 
we may infer, that al men under goſpel light, with 
out excepꝛing the moſt». prefligate and abandoned, are 

nte eſted in the coyenant of grace; for innumerable 
bleſſings are confotred on them. God cauſes his 
ſun to riſe on the evil and on the good, and ſenderh 


rain on the juſt and on the unjuſt.““ The vie ot 


men are, in innumerable reſpects, the objects of God's 

benediction. But can we from thence infer, that 
they are intereſted in the covenant of grace? Certain. 
ly, ſuch a mode of reaſoning is moſt ne lande 


cious.“ 
Axp equally unwarrantable, is ſuch an nfo; 


concerning the covenant<ſtanding»of the children of 


believers, from Chriſt's ſaying, of ſuch is the kingdom 


of Hod.“ What muſt be the meaning of | Chriſt, in 


that expr eſſion? I think it very manifeſt, that by the 
kingdom of Cod, hraven itſelf was intended ; for in the 
next words Coriſt ebe? 8 Venily, 1 untoioo⸗ who- 
731 7 

* Szint Matthew fays.(ebap xix. 1 ) chat thoſe nile W were 
brought, that he might * (hap, x s on them and -pray.” Now i : 
Chriſts praying for them implied an intereſt in the covenant of grace, the 
were Chriſt's Leader inte reſſed in the ſampercoyenant ; for Chriſt Prey- 
& for them, (Taller forgive them, * they know not what they do." 
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forver thall not receive the kingdom of God ds 2 


little child, he ſhall not enter therein.” And inthig 
ſenſe of the words; the Apt that Chriſt had in 


uſing them, was mote. comp letely anſwered; thaw itt 
any other; for Chriſt, without doubt, intended, by 
them, to ſhow the propriety of children being offer 
ed to him for his bleſſing; becauſe, of ſuch ig the 
kingdom of God. Now, if the inhabitants of heavy. 


en, ate to conſiſt in part of children, they Certainly 
are the proper ſubjects of. his bleſſing — What it 


meant then by the expreſſion,“ of /uch is the kingdom 'of 
Cod, is this, that heaven is to be made up, in part 
of children — perhaps. not of thoſe very children 


which were then brought to Chriſt ; but e ſuch is 


heaven, in part to conſiſ uu. 
Bur if heaven will be made up, in part, of Vin 


children, can we from thence infer, that little children 


have a title to the b/:fſings of the covenant of grace? 
May we not then infer; hat a/7 title: children are in. 


tereſted in the covenant of grace, as well as the chil. 
Aren of believers? where would ſuch a mode of fen. 


lead us? The kingdom of heaven w ill be 

made up, in part, of adults; but can we infer that all 
adults are in covenant for that reaſon? The king. 
dom of heaven may conſiſt in part of thoſe, who 


are mm very profiigaie and wicked. men; but can we 


from thence infer, that wicked men are in coyenatit 


with God ? 
Ir appears clearly, therefore, that the preſent bb 


jection cannot have any weight! in it. By no juſtifi- 


able mode of reaſoning, can theibodehant-ftarding of 


any children, be inferred, from e Ira aa 


in the preſent obſection. 3k Ab 
'OzjecTion VIII. Ir eunei bn and fo' "5, 


tiſm, ſo far as infants are reſpected, were not deſigned 


to indicate heir perſonal iutereſt in the covenant, 


then when fuch an 2 goth rake place. anke 


lion is neceſſar. 
r 1. "As we have 06 \precept or exemple For 


| 


— ee ee ee NN ER 
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2 
Ih an Lale, Under the fame diſpenſation ſo lo 


J. 


feba ehe 
ve h Wärrant for practiſing it, 
150 0 requifire it ma) appear te u:? 
2. In the caſe under confideration; 1 particular, 
rebaptization is not neceſſary, accordink to the prac- 
tical acktioWledginejt of the churches. It is hot 
fup poſed” "heceffary ' to rebaptize an adult,” who has 
Ty a * oſtktized Sad 1 faith, as to give the moſt in- 
dubltable evidence, chat he' never had any title to 
the bleſſings of the covenant of gracei®? When fuch an 
one becomes truly penirent, he is received to chriſ- 
tian fellow ſhip, without being aga 


ee am 


zing, uhder the ſame diſpenſation; ſufficiently re- 
lieves the doctrine, Which has been advanced, from 


th e 117 


BJECTION IX. Upon. the ſuph ofirion, that in- 
fant circyncifion and 9 infant=bapriſm were deſign- 
ed, only as à token of deditution, then it is as neceſſa- 
ry, that a believer's hoſe and land be baptized as his 
children; for it is as neceſſary, that he dedicate them 
to God, in order to his complying fully with the 
covenant of grace, as to dedicate his children. 

ANSsWER 1. Tatke is a reaſon for the baptiſm of 


children, upon the ſu ppoſition that dedication only is 


ſig nified by it, which Toth not exiſt, reſpecting houſes 
and lad.” Children are 4 poffe ſſion of unſpeakably 
greater value and importance, than houſes and — 


They are deſigned, as moral agents and probationers 


for eternity: ànd are much more intereſted in a pa- 
rents feelings and affection, than any thing which 


belongs to him. The dedication of himſelf and chil. 


dren doth ſufficiently imply, a dedication of every 
thing. 


2. Ir is the obſervaribn of an apoſtle, that ct the 
Foolifoneſs of God is nies * nen; and it may ſat- 


aih baptized.” This 
is a pruicaf AH E now led gent, that rebkapttꝛation 16 
not neceffary in the ptelent le. 
Bor there being no prger pf of example for febaptl | 
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50 | 
isfy our minds in the preſent caſe. As God hath 
reſtricted the adminiſtration of baptiſm to the belie- 
ver and his children, it ought to ſatisfy our minds, 


as being ſufficient, let pas, gy of- the ordinance 


be what it will. | 

I nave now attended, to the moſt 3 important has 
jections which I can ſuppoſe will be alledged, againſt 
the doctrine which hath been advanced, ref pecting 
the ſtanding of the natural ſeed of believers. Whe⸗ 
ther they be ſafficiently env, the judicious muſt 
mme N! 


'On the 1 1 would now fubmit to conſidera- 


Wes whether if the term ſecd in the promiſe made to 
Abraham, do mean the natural /eed of Abraham, it 
will not certainly follow, as a conſequence, that the 
natural ſeed of Abraham and of other believers, have 
as ab/olute and extenſive a title to the bleſſings of the 
covenant of grace, as Abraham and other 3 
have; and ſo, whether the Jews might not with good 
reaſon ſay, © we have Abraham to our father?“ 
Whether it be not clear, that God himſelf did not con- 
ſider the term ſced, in the Abrahamic covenant, to 


mean Abraham's natural ſerd; as he diſowned 165 | 


mael. and retained {/aac ;—loved Jacob and hated E- 


ſau ? And, whether the apoſtle Paul doth not moſt | 


decidedly determine, that the natural ſced were not 
meant, by the term /eed in the Abrahamic covenant, 
as he expreſsly ſays, © they which are the children of 
the ſſeſb, theſe are not the children of God; “ but that 
the /ced promiſed was Chriſt, and in him all believers? . 


1 would further aſk, whether it be not certain, 
that the circumciſion of; an infant did not indicate 


its covenant relation to God, ſince ſuch children were 
circumciſed, by the direction of God, as were ex- 
preſsly excluded from the /zed mentioned i in the cov- 
enant : and ſince all the children of the fleſh were 


to be circumciſed, and, at the ſame time, all the 
children of the fleſh were not counted for the ſeed ? 


L wouLD alſo, fubmit to confideration, whether it 
be not evident, according to the account given, at 


203er. eK. 
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the inſtitution of circumciſion, that the circumciſion 


of infants was conſidered, as a joint- loben with a pa- 
rents own. circumciſion, of his keeping covenant ; 
and hat, ſo far as children were reſpected, it was on- 
ly a /oken of their dedication. | 
FINALLY ; If the Abrahamic covenant be the cov- 


enant of grace, as all pedo-bapriſts do ſuppoſe, will 


it not follow, that the infants of bel:evers, as ſuch, 
are not in covenant—that infant-baprtiſm is to be con- 
ſidered, as a joint- token with a believers own bapuſm, 
that the believer doth keep covenant ; and thai dede 
cation only is ſignified reſpecting the infant baptized? 


— — ———— — 
SECTION III. 


Showing, that the Abrahamic Covenant was the cov- 
ENANT OF GRACE: And, that the ſentiment advanced 
in the foregoing ſetHtons, tends io the eftabliſhment of ihe 
practice Infani-Bapliſm. | 


S the ſentiment which hath been advanced, rela- 
tive to the end and deſign of baptiſm, is founded 
on this idea, that the covenant God made with Abra- 
ham, was the covenant of grace : and, as that idea, 
if true, will remove the capital objections which have 
been raiſed againſt the practice of infant baptiſm, it 
is of importance to make it appear, that the Abra- 
hamic covenant was, indeed, the covenant of grace. 
It will not be pretended, however, that there were 
not certain things and promiſes blended in with the 
covenant made with Abraham, as appendages, which 
ſtrictly ſpeaking do not belong to the covenant of 
grace: ſuch as the promiſe of the earthly Canaan, 
and that the Meſſiah ſhould-deſcend from Abraham; 
yet, I truſt, it can be made very evident, that the cov- 
enant of grace was included in it; yea, that it was 
ibat in which the Abrahamic covenant did radically 
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conſiſt, 
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_ By the govgrgnt of grare is meant, ihat coptnant in 
which (0a engageth pardon and ſalpation, lo pentient and 
believing frnners, through Jeſus Chriſt, That thiscoye. 
enant was included in and is that of whichithe Abra. 
hamic covenan did moſt ef{enizally and rudically eon. 
ſiſt, is what 1 ſhall now auempr to ſhow. And, 
I. TRE bleſings which God beſtowed on Abraham, 
in the covenant he made with him, make it extreme 
ly evident, that it was the covenant of grace. 
Tusk Abrahamic covenant has been confidered, by 
ſome, as ſecuring only a few /rifling, temporal bleſs c 
fings ; yet, in fact, it ſecures bleſſings of ſuch magni» IM « 
tude, that the covenant of grace cannot boaſt of great. 
er. Yea, the ſelf lame bleſſings are ſtipu ated to f 
Abraham, that are ſecured to believers in the cove. 
nant of grace. Therein, God engages to Abraham, a 
to be his God. Theſe are the words of the covenant, t 
And Iwill ęſtabliſb my covenant between me and thee Nc 
and thy ſeed after thee, in Ibeir gen, ralions, For an eder. tl 
laſting covenant, TO BEA GOD UNTO THEE AND Thy fl n 
SEED AFTER THEE. Gen. xvii, 7. In this'covenant, c: 
God gives Himſelf unto Abraham: which implies t! 
every thing that the covenant of grace ſecures to be- 
* Hevers. It is very remarkable, that the ſame phra- MW 7: 
ſeology is preſerved in the new Teſtament, when the n. 


bleſſings of the covenant of grace are expreſſed. Thus, A 
þ all the bleſſings which God confered on Alrabam, Iſaac, MW re 
ll and Facob—on antient faints, and which will be fi- th 
4 _ nally conferted on goſpel believers, are exprefled and F. 
# ſummed up in God's being their God. Thus our fa 
1 Saviour expreſſes the bleſſings God gave to Abraham, Ml A 


1 jaac and Jacob. I am the God of Abrabam, and the N w. 
ik God of 1/aac, and the God of Fac. The apoſtle MW 8: 
Paul thus ſums up the bleſſings which were beſtowed ch 
on the antient ſaints, © Wherefore God is not aſhamed to . 
be called TaEIR Go.” f And all the S- e andglory WW fo 
which will be finally confered on believers in Heaven, s in 


I; | „ Matth, xxii, go. / Heb, xi, 16. 


thus expreſſed :-—© He that overcometh ſhall inherit ALL 
THINGS 3 and I WILL BIZ uIs Gan,” T There appears 

from theſe paſſages, a moſt remarkable ſame neſs of ex- 
preſſion uſed, in the various parts of the ſacred ſcrip- 
tures, in expreſſing the bleſſings ſecured in the Abra- 


hamic, covenant and covenant of grace; the ſame 


words and expreſſions, are carefully uſed. From 
thence we may with certainty infer the identity of the 
covenant, 

2. Ax additional evidence of che identity of the cov- 
enants under conſideration is this, that the terms and 


conditions are one and the /ame. 


Ir the Bleſings confered are the ſame, and alſo the 


terms and conditions of a title to them, there is the 
moſt ſubſtantial reaſon to conclude, that the covenants 


are the /ame. And nothing is more evident, than 


that this is really the caſe. Failb is the term and 
condition of a ile to each covenant. That this was 
the condition of an intereſt in the Abrahamic cove- 
nant, the apoſtle Paul very clearly teaches us; for 
circumcifion, which was the token of an intereſt in 
that covenant, he mentions, as a /oken of the righteon/- 
neſs of faith. Rom. iv. 11. And be (i. e. Abraham) 
received the ſign of circumciſion, a ſeal of the righteouſ- 
neſs. of the faith, zwhich he had yet being uncircumciſed. 
And he adds, y. 13, The promiſe (which his faith 
reſpected) was not t9 Abraham of 10 bis ſeed throu gh 
the law, 4ut through the righteouſneſs of fk 4g 
From theſe paſſages it becomes evident, not only that 
faith was the /erm and condition of an intereſt in the 
Abrahamic covenant ; but that it was the /ame faith 
which intereſts in the bleſſings of the covenant of 
grace; for the apoſtle, from the beginning of the 
chapter, is ſpeaking of a juſtify ing faith—a faith by 
which Abraham was juſtified—became righteous be- 
fore God; and, in-conſequence of which, his fins and 
iniquities were remembered no more. See Rom iv. 
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A A FURTHER evidence that faith was the condition 


of a lille to the bleſſings of the covenants under con- 


ſideration is, that unbelief cut perſons off from the 


bleſſings of the Abrahamic covenant, as it does from 
the bleſſings of the covenant of grace. Hence it is, 
that the Iſraelites, © whoſecarcaſes fell in the wilder. 
neſs,” were ſaid to fali by their unbelief. And the 
apoſtle Paul makes it exceedingly evident, that a ſtan. 
ding in thefe covenants is brought about and main. 
tained by the fame means; viz. * by fazth.** When 
ſpeaking of the rejection of the Jews, he ſays, it was, 
* becauſe of unbelicf ;”* and when ſpeaking of the gen- 


tile or chriſtian church, he ſays, © and thon fiandeft 
by faith. The ſame thing which cut off a Jew from 


the privileges of the Abrahamic covenant, cut aff a 


- "Gentile from the privileges of the goſpel covenant, 


or covenant of grace; becauſe of unbelicf THEY were 


broken off, and THOU ſlandeft by faith.” Rom. xi. 20. 


II is, from hence, as evident as a truth can be, that 
faith is the term, which connects with the bleſſings of 
the Abrahamic covenant and of the covenant of grace. 
The bleſſrmrgs being the /ame and the condilions of an 
intereſt in them the /ame, makes the identity of the 
covenants unqueſtionably evident. „ 
3. Ir appears, that the Abrahamic covenant and 


the covenant of grace, are eſſentially the ſame, not 


only from their ſecuring the ſame important bleſ- 


fings and on the {ame condition, but, becauſe the 
promiſes made in each of the covenants are of grace, 
and are made #brough Feſus Chriſt. That this is the 


cCaſe is as evident, reſpecting the Abrahamic covenant 


as the covenant of grace. The bleſſings promiſed in 
the Abrahamic covenant, it is ſaid, came on him 
* through the righteouſneſs of faith ;** Rom. iv. 13. In 
the ſame manner, juſtification and pardon are beſtow- 
ed on believers in Chriſt ; which is through faith, 
* that it might be by grace. The apoſtle Paul, ſpeaking 
of the promiſes made to Abraham, ſays, Rom. iv, 
16. Therefore, it is rar ru, that it might be by 
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BRACE ; to the end the promiſe might be ſure to all the 
feed. The ſame, apoftle ſays, that the bleſſings of 
Abraham come. on the Gentiles through Chriſt Feſus. 
Gal. iii. 14. The ſame bleſſings which were given 
to Abraham, are here ſaid to come on the Gentiles 
thrugh Chriſt Feſus. Can it be ſuppoſed, that they 
come on the Gentiles, in a manner, different from 
that in which they came on Abraham? Did they 
come on Abrabam through the works of che law, and 
on the Gentiles through Chriſt Jeſus ? The apoſtle. 
aſſures us, that was not the caſe ; for he ſays, that 


Abraham received. them not te through the law, bub 


through the RIGHTEOUSNESS OF FAITH.” Rom. iv. 134 


So that the Abrahamic covenant, exactly coincides: 

with the covenant of grace, as its promiſes were gra- 

tous 1 and were made through Chrift I ſus. ., 
4 


r further appears, that the covenant made with 


is ſaid to be a toten of the ſame bleſſings, that were con- 


ham. 2 oth Re 

Ir is agreed, on all hands, that baptiſm is a token 
of the covenant of grace. Now if it alſo indicate 
an intereſt in the bleſſings of the Abrahamic cove- 
nant, we muſt conclude, that the covenants are con- 
fidered by the ſacred writers as the ſame. And, that 


Saint Paul (Gal. iii. 27, 29.) As many of you as haue 
be chRIST's, then are ye Abraham's ſeed, and heirs 
according to the promiſe. Circumciſion, was a token, 
that the perſon tranſacting was of the ſeed of Abra- 
ham, and an heir according to the promiſe ;. and in 


of ſuch as are baptized. If baptiſm, in diſtinction 
from circumciſion, were a token of the covenant of 


far mire important than thoſe which were contained 


— i mt. es a AE OR 
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Abraham, was the covenant of grace, becauſe b2pir/m 


tained in the covenant which God made with Abra=' 


this is really the caſe, we learn from the words of 


been baptized into Chriſt, bave put on Chriſt ; and if 


the paſſage juſt now cited, the ſame thing is affirmed 


grace, and denoted a title to bleſſings which were 


in the Abrahamic covenant, can we ſuppoſe, that 
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the apoſtle would attempt to comfort baptized crit. 
tians, by telling them, that they were heir+ of the 
promiſes made to Abraham ;—when they were hei 

of promiſes, which were infinitely more important 
Beſides; being Chriſt's, that is, entitled to al the 
Bleffings of the covenant of grace, and being heirs of 
the promiſes made ro Abraham ate conſidered, by 
the apoſtle, in the above paſſage, as being the ſame 
thing. © ye be Chriſt's. then are ye Abrabarmts ſeed 
and beirs according to the promiſe :'* that is accordihg 
to the promiſe made to Abraham. It becomes very 


evident, from thenice, that the apoſtle did conſidet 


the Abrahamic covenant and the covenant of grate, 


as being 2/enttally the ſame. 


5. IRE ſacred ſcriptures, in a very direct mannef, 
teach us, that the covenants under confideration are 


the ſame. | 


Tus apoſtle Paul ſays, Gal. iii. 8. The ſeriptufrr 


foriſteing that God would juſtify the heaihen th#ough 


faith, preathed before the GosSpEL unto ABRAHAM, ſays 
ing, in thee ſhall all nations be bleſſed. By the goſpel 
we muſt underſtand the covenant of grace, or plant of 
acceptance with God, through faith in Chriſt Jefus, 
This goſpel is ſaid, in the paffage juft now cited, to 
have obs preached unto Abraham. But when wa 
it preached unto Abraham? At the very time that 
God revealed the promiſes to him ;—at the very time 
that he ſaid to him,“ In thet᷑ ſhall all nations be bleſſet.” 

"hich makes it evident, that the covenant God mad 
with Abraham, was the goſpel covenant, or covenant 
of grace; otherwiſe it could not be ſa id, that the 
N was preached to him, when God ſaid to him 


* 


I Gal. iii. 14. The apoſtle ſpeaks of the bleſſing 
of Abraham coming on the Gentiles © through Cn 
Fe us.” Are the bleſſings of Abraham, and thoſe 
which come on the Gentiles 'threugh Chriſt Jeſus 
the ſame ? Then, moſt certainly, the bleſſings ol 
the Abrahamic 'covenant, were the bleſſings of tht 


37, 


eovönacht of grace. a The Rune apoſtle 5 Gal. Il. 7. 

They "which, are of faith, the ſame are the children of 
Abrubam. Faith is the condition or term of an in- 
tereſt in the covenant of grace ; therefore, this aſſer- 
tion of the apoſtle amounts to this, that being belie- 
vers and enjoying a title to the bleſſings of the cov 
enanc of grace, is the /ame thing as being -rhilfren-of 
Abraham, and enjoying a title to- the bleſſings of the 
covenant; which God made with him: Which is al- 
moſt rouncly to affert, the identity of the-coveniints. 


In verſe 9, the apoſtle ſays, 4 f they which be of. Faith, i 


are bleſſed with faithful Abrabam;” i. e. enjoy the ſame 


bleſſings which God gave to Abraham, by covenant'; 


which makes it evident, that the apoſtle did conſider 
the covenants as being efentially the ſame; oY 


Taz foregoing confiderations; I apprehend; wake it 


very evident, that the covenant which God made with 
Abraham; was the covenant of grace! This being 
the caſe, cirtumciſton under the law, or Fewi/b diſ pen- 


ſation; and baptiſm undet the chriſtian diſpenſation. 


muſt indicate the ſame thing; as they are /okens'of 
the /ame covenant; and; therefore, we muſt conclude, 
for the reaſohs adduced in the preceding ſections, 
that the natural ſect of covenant parents are not inte- 
reſted in the bleſſings of the covenant, nor to be bap- 
tized on any ſuch account ;—and, that the baptiſm of 
a parent and his children, is to be conſidered as one 
tranſaction as a joint token, that the parent keeps 
covenant with God; and that Aedicution only is fi i- 
ed, reſpecting the baptized child. 
| On a view of the whole that has been advanced; 4 
general objection may ariſe ; namely; that the whole 
tendency of it is to overthrow the practice of tinfant 
baptiſm ; for the covenant ſtanding of children, or of 
the natural offspring of believers has been, very general- 
ly, conſidered as the very foundation of the practice. 
Answer; Ir is readily acknowledged, that ſo far 
as a title to or Intereſt 1 in the ne of the coves 
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nant, . the natural ſerd of ** tuch, 
has been conſidered, as the foundation of the prac- 
tice of infant-baptiſm, ſo far the foundation of the 
Practice is overthrown, if the foregoing rea ſonings be 
concluſtve ; hut then, as I CONCEIVE, a foundation is 
ſubſtituted in its room, which is more ſtable, and 
cannot be moved. That this may appear, I ſhall 
now apply what hath been advanced, in vindication 
of infant haptiſm; and attempt to ſhow, that it reads 
ly tends to eſtabliſh the practice. 

1. Tax foregoing repreſentation of the eud and at 
ſien of infanr-baptiſm makes it appear, that it is an in- 
ſtitution and practice, which is agreeable ko the dic- 
zates of reaſon. _ 

IT is the obvious quty of every adult, to 4 
Himſelf and his children to God; becauſe God has the 
moſt abſolute right to bim and to a/{ that he calls and 
eſteems his own. That being a natural as well as 
Fepealed duty, every adult, whether he be baptized or 
NAt, muſt be under moſt ſacred obligations to make 


ſuch a dedication. And, if it be a naturaland revealed 


duty, to make ſuch a univerſal dedication of 41l to 


| God, it is reaſonable that he ſhould make it evident, 


that he doth it. And, as this is fo obvious a duty, it 
is not unreaſonable to ſuppoſe, that God would inſti- 


tute ſome token, which ſhould be a Standing indication 


that he complies with his duty. This being the caſe, 
the inſtitution of baptiſm, in the view in which it has 
been. conſidered in the preceding ſections, both as it 
reſpects adults and infants, appears rational and inpor- 

tant. It certainly is a dictate, both of rea/on and reve- 
lation; that parents ſhoyld dedicate : themſelves and 
their children to God? and as bapriſm, adult and in- 
fant, is doſigned as an indication that parents do make 
ſuch a dedication, it is reaſonable in its nature, and 
equally ſo, that children be baptized as parents. 


Abe Wnar has been advanced, relative to the ordi- 


Dance of baptiſm, affords a ſatisfactory ſolution of 
the difficulties and objections, which antipedobaptifs 


$9 


. 


have raiſed, in oppoſition to the practice ofinfant-baps 


tiſm. 


1. Waar has been adamonk ſhows, that the obs 


jection of a want of precept or example for N 
infants; is without any juſt reaſon 

Ix xn, ſetting aſide what hath been ſaid, the obs 
jection cannot be eſtermed very weighty : ? for we 
read of the apoſtles baptizing of bouſebolds ; and the 


probability is much greater, that there were childrex 


belonging to them, than that there were nat. But be 
that as it may, what hath been advanced, affards 3 a 
ſatisfactory anſwer to the objection : 

Ir the Abrahamic — were really che cove· 
nant of grace, as it appears it was ; and if circumci . 
ſion were the toten of it, the practice has been in be- 
ing, in effect, from the time of Abraham. That in- 
fant circumciſian was practiſed, yea abſolutely en- 
joined is certain; and that it was deſigned as a to- 
ken of the Abrahamic covenant, which was the cove- 
nant of grace, we have the moſt plenary evidence; 
ſo the ſame ſign or token was always in uſe. An 
alteration af the mode or manner of ſignifying the ſame 
thing, makes no alteration reſpecting the /ubjees. 
The ſame precept, Which originally enjoined a /n or 
token of the covenant to be applied to an infant, is 
ſtill in force, notwithſtanding the token is alu; 
unleſs there be a new: 15 altering the ſubject as 
well as the toten. It belongs to thoſe, who feruple 
the practice of infant bapti m, to produce ſuch a 
precept; which prohibits the application af the loben 
ef the covenant to infants under the chriſtian diſpen- 
ſation, inſtead of objecting a want of precept for it; 
for the truth is, that a token of the ſame nature and 
deſign has been adminiſtered to infants from the be- 
ginning, and that by the direct command of God: 
which muſt now be in force as to the ſubjects, unleſs 
it have been revoked ſimce, by a ſpecial W from 
God. An alteration of the toten, by no means im. 
plies an alteration of the ſubjectl. It belongs, there- 
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ing dedrcated, to God by parents, if the) 
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|= to uch a ſcruple the practice, ved they ob. 
ject a want of precept for baptizing of infants,” tq 
produce a precept, whereby God has prohibited that 
token of the covenant'to be ſet on infants, under the 


chriſtian diſpenſation, which was expreſsly comman. 
ded under the Abrahamic and Moſaic diſpenſations. 


2. War has been ſaid removes another objection 
to the practice of infant baptiſm namely, that the 
faith and belief of a parent cannot entitle his en 
to the bleſſings of the covenant. + 
Tur baptiſm of children has, very comme bers 
Anfaeret: as a token of their ' covenant relation to 
God: and that relation has been ſuppoſed to be 
grounded on the faith, or covenant ſtanding of their 
| ape The oppoſers of infant baptiſm object to 
ch a covenant ſtanding, as to the natural ſeed of. be. 
lievers. They ſay, that the faith of parents never had 
ſuch an influence reſpecting their carnal ſeed ; that 
an intereſt in the covenant is a perſonal thing, and de- 
pends on perſonal exerciſes. But, if what has been 
advanced, relative to the defign of infant baptiſm, be 
true, fuch an objection is ialè and altogether imperii. 
— 85 If by the baptiſm of an infant, its dedication on. 
ly is ſignified, and not any ratereff which it has in the 


covenant, there is no room for the objection; for no 


covet ant ſtandi ing, as to children is requiſite, as 2 
qualification ; for they are ag proper > Th of be- 

ve no in- 
tereſt in che covenant, as they would be, if their Pen. 


ſonal ſtanding 1 were ever ſo complete and perfe S. 


Taz 'objection againſt the practice of infant 


baptiſm, which originates from a want of faith and 


repentanie in infants, is obviated and removed, by 


what hath been advanced, relative o the end and de- 


ſign of baptiſm. 1 
Tur, who oppoſe the practice of infant bapriſw, 


ay, that the exhortations of the goſpel are, repent, be- 
lieve, and be baptized ; which makes it evident: that 


repentance and faith are requiſite "quali fications for 
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67 
baptifm . They further fay, that infants are incapa. 


ble of thoſe exerciſes; and, therefore, cannot be the 
proper ſubjects of baptiſm. This is, probably the 
moſt popular objection which has been made to the 


practice; and has influenced more to renounce infant 
bapi iſm at large, and their own baptiſm in infancy in 
particular, than every other objection which has been 


raiſed. But, if the 4% gu of infant baptiſm be view 


ed, in the point of light in which it has been conſid- 
ered, in the preceding ſections, the objection will ap- 
pear altogether groundleſs; for then it will appear, 
that neither Faith, repentance, nor a ſingle doctrinal idea 
is neceſſaty to prepare the way for adminiſtering bap- 
tiſm to an infant. I mean, chat thoſe things are not 
neceſſary in the infant baptized : for baptiſm doth 
W that it has faith. It implies, that the 
parent has faith and doth dedicate ſuch a child to 
God. The parent, who dedicates, aught to have 
knwledge, faith, &c. but they are not neceſſary as to 


the infant ; for whether it have faitb, &c. or not, the 


parent may dedicate it to God, yea, were it certain, 
that it had not faith, the parent would be under the 
ſame obligations to dedicate it and ali that he has to 
God, as it it were ever ſo firm a believer; and, that 
» doth this, is what is deſigned to be ſignified by its 
aptiſm:” 7 . HL. 
i TRUST, I have proceeded far enough, in the ap- 
plication of what has been advanced, for the eſtabliſh= 
ment of the practice of infant baptiſm, to ſhow, that 
inſtead of /ubverting the foundation of the practice, 
it does, in the moſt effectual manner, remove themoſt 
capital objections, which its oppoſers have raiſed 
againſt it. DD RICE 
Ina now finiſhed what I had to offer, relative 
to the firſt article of enquiry. I have been the more 
lengthy and particular here, as I conſider the end 
and deſign of baptiſm, as the pole far to direct us 
through the remaining inquiries. 
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ſonal intereſt, in the 
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8 conf bdered, what that is which; qualifies ay 
infant for and renders it a proper ſubjets of baptiſm. . 


: 
- 
-. 


A* infant baptiſm is not e indicate, and 
doth , any knowledge, grace, nor per, 
| he bleſſings of the covenant of grace, 
as to the infant baptized, ſo we are not to look to an 
infant for that which prepares the way, for the ad. 
niniſtration of baptiſm to it. We are not to exam- 
ine the infant in queſt of knowledge, faith, repentance, 
or any per/onal. qualification, to prepare the way for 
it's baptiſm. But, as the deſign of infant baptiſm-is 
to indicate and manifeſt, that the parent keeps cove. 
nant with God, ſo we are to look for hat which qual- 
ifies and prepares the way for the adminiſtration. of 
baptiſm to any, infant, in the parent, owner Or Propries 
tor of the infant. And, as the baptiſm of infants 1s 
deſigned, as a token that the parent or he who gedi- 
cates them doth keep covenant with God, ſo there 
are two things, in particular, which are eſſentially, re- 
quiſite, to prepare the way for the baptiſm. of any in- 
fant. One thing requilite is, {bat the infant, which; 
Mered for baptiſm, be the child or property of, him who 
offers it. The other thing which is requiſite, is, that 
be, who ers a child for baptiſm is, as far as aue are able 
10 judge, really and completely in covenant with God. 
Ix theſe two things, it is apprehended, is included 


— 


every thing, which is neceflary to prepare the way 


for the adminiſtration of baptiſm, to a child or infant. 


I ſhall offer ſome things to conſideration, that thi 
may appear. 7 A 


fuſe the words parent, owner” or | proprietor, here end eHewbete, to 
point dut thoſe yald/zons which Abraham flood in, to thoſe children which 
be was directed to dedicate to God; viz. Thoſe that were Hr" ty 5s hoe 
and bought with his money of any ſtranger, which was not of his cell. bo 
by meaning, to comprehend all that were properly his own 5 d. e. under his 
direction and at his d:ſpo/al ; or all theſe to which he had, a natural right, 
in diſtinQion from others, In this fenſe the terms are to be underſtood, 
when uſed hereafter. a MY ie | 
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t. Ons ching tequiſite to e the way, and to 
qualify any infant or child for iſm ie, that it be 
the aluld ar n ies #5 A n 

Taz deſign of infant haptiſm is to b chat 
the parent, or the adult who offers it, doth. keep cb. 
enant, by dedicating what belongs to him to God. 
The very end of the ordinance of infant baptiſm im. 
plics, that the infant offered doth belong to him, whe 
offers it for baptiſm.” It cannot appear; that a per- 
ſon dedicates any thing to God, from his offering a 
which does not belong to him that which is not his 
o. As an evidence or toten, that we comply with 
the covenant of grace, God never made it 2 
that we ſnould dedicate zbat to Him, which belongs to 
another, and to which we have no peculiar claims. In- 
deed, it. would be no evidence, that a perſon devotes 
every thing to God, becauſe he pretends to offer that 
to God, which doth not belong to him. If a perſon 
ſhould dedicate himſelf and that which belongs to 
him, which is his nn, to the fervice of God, it would 
be a witneſs in his favour. 

An infant, therefore; muſt be the natural offspring ng, 
or property of him, who offers it for baptiſm; or there 
can be no propriety in adminiſtering baptiſm to it. 
Accordingly we find, that dedication was confined to 
Abraham's ewn children; that is, to thoſe who be- 
longed to him. He was to circumciſe thofe only, 
that were born in his houfe or were bought with his 
money. Abraham had no right to extend the ordi- 
nance beyond thoſe limits. His going thus far, was 
a token, a complete token that he kept God's covenant. 
Abraham himfelf could not dedicate and had not 2 
right to offer any children for circumciſion, but ſuch 
as belonged to him, in diſtinction from any other 
man. Which teaches us, in the moſt. direct manner, 
that one thing which is requiſite to the adminiftra- 
tion of baptiſm to any child, is, that it belongs to 
and is. —— —＋ 5 who offers it. | 


the very ee ee ſuch, as clearly i in- 


— 
Gicates the faine thing ; forit can be no evidence of 
he. piety, or friendſhip of any man to God, that he 
undertakes to dedicate bat: to Him which is not his 
#262 or does not belong to him, in diſtinction from 
Others. And it is certain, that the inſtitution of ix. 
cumciſion did not admit, that even Abrabam ſhould 
undertake to offer any child in circumciſion, which 
did not belong to him. It is evident, therefore, that 
one thing which is requiſite to qualify: ag child for 
baptiſm, is, tliat it be the child or e him, 
arne ofters-it for baptiſmm 

Fnom the obſervations which baut now been ads 


ve ſee; that church members, as ſuch, have no right or 
authority, to take the children of other perſons and 


offer them in baptiſm. Some have ſuppoſed, that 


church members, as ſuch, have a right, to take the 


children of thoſe, who do not belong to the church, 
and have them baptized on their account, as it i; 
ſometimes expreſſed; bim it hence appears; that ſuch 
an opinion and practice is utterly unwarrantable, 
Abraham did not preſume to take fuch a ſtep; and 
God never authorized him to do it; but confined 
him to his own children. And what right or pro 
perty have church members; as ſuch, in the children of 
unbelievers ?- They have, as ſuch; no right to controul 
or diſpoſe of them, either by the laws of God or man. 
The kingdom is not, as yet, given to the people of 
the ſaints of the moſt High?” And it cam. be no 
evidence of their piety and friendſbip to God, that they 


undertake to dedicate hat to Him, which does not 


be long to them. Abraham was not authorized to do 
it, and he never preſumed to be ſo pragmatical. But, 
2. AxornRthing requiſite to qualify an infant for 
baptiſ m, is, that the parent or owner of it be, as far as 
men are able to Judge, really and completely in. cov- 
enant with God. 
Arno it be one thing, which is eſſentially 
1 waar tþ to qualify a child for baptiſm, that-it be- 
ng to and be the property of him who dedicates it 
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yet, that is not all which is requiſite; but in addi- 
tion to that, it is neceſſary, that the parent or on- 
er of the ehild be completely in covenant with God. 
By being completely in covenant is meant, that he be 
lo undenſtaudingly and in every reſpect, ſo far as men 
ire able to judge. That this is a requfſite, appears ev- 
ident from the very deſign of baptiſm. Adult and 
infant. baptiſm is to be a joint - token, that the parent 
or owner does Keep covenant: or is in good covenant 
ſtanding with God; The very end and deſign of 


the ordinance, therefore, makes it evident; that the 


parent or dedicator muſt. be in covenant, that the 
way may be prepared, either for his own baptiſm; or 
the baptiſm of his children. 

_ A rARENT's offering and dedicating his children to 
God, in baptiſm; is not the only thing which is requi- 


ſite to his being conſidered as in covenant with God. 


He may wiſh to have his children baptized, and 
his conduct be ſuch, in other reſpects, as to make it 
evident, that he does not keep covenant with God. 
He may be immoral, neglect ſabbaths, ſacraments and 
many other plain duties; which would demonſtrate; 
that he did not regard God's covenant. Now, inaſ- 
much as baptiſm, both adult and infant,” is deſigned 


as a public token that the dedicator does keep God's 


covenant, or is in good covenant ſtanding;-ſoit is re- 
quiſite, to qualify an infant or child for baptiſm, that 
its owner and er or he who dedicates it, 
ſhould be in complete covenant-ſtanding. * On this, 
the propriety of adminiſtring baptiſm. to any infant 


depends. This, I apprehend, is what the apoſtle - 


Paul deſigned to teach us, in what he ſays, relative to 
the unbelieving huſband” and believing wife, &c. 


1 Cor. vii. 14. For the unbelleving huſband is ſant3i- 


fied by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is ſanttified by 
the huſband ; elſe were your children unclean ; but now 
are they holy.” By bis holy, in this place, cannot 
be intended internal ox in 12 holineſs ; but hat ho- 
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lineſs is meant, which ariſes from dedicalion. Either 


us, with ſufficient clearneſs, that being completely in 
covenant with God, muſt be one thing which is ab. 


. how far the inſtitution of God, extends the 


dren; although God has authorized, yea, reſtricted 
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of the parents being i incovenant or a believer, prepar= 

ed the way for and was - abſolutely neceſſary, to their 

children being conſidered as dedicated to the Lord. 
Bur the very nature and deſign of baptiſm, teaches 


ſolutely requiſite, in a parent or dedtcator, that the 
way be prepared for the baptiſm of any child. This 
is an eſſential qualification; for it is deligned as a 
token of this very thing. 

On the, whole, therefore, when a child is offered 
for baptiſm, 1 in order to its being determined, whe- 
ther it be a properly qualified lubject, two things 
only muſt be determined. 

I. Tax the child offered doth belong to him who 
offers it; and that he has the controul and diſpoſal 
of it, in diſtinction from any other perſon. 

2, Thar the perſon offering it be a believer ; or 
in good: covenant Ranging. | 
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- Fight of Infant Baptiſm. 


Wer different opinions have been entertained, 
; not only relative to the end and deſign of bap- 
tiſm and the qualifications for it ; but as to the extent 
of its adminiſtration. 

Tux church of Rome and the effabliſhed church of 
England have endeavoured, to extend the adminiſtra- 
tion of baptiſm, eſpecially to infants, as univerſally as 
is poſſi ble, by the. introduction of ſponſors and god-fa- 
hers, in the place of parents and proprietors of chil- 


the dedication of children to the latter, Some have 
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even aſſerted, that a children, that are born under 
the goſpel, are to be baptized; whether they be con- 
need with covenant and believing parents or not. 
But ſuch an opinion muſt ariſe, from inattention to 
or miſconceptions of the end and deſign of che ordi- 
nance of bapriſm. 

Tk obſervations which have been Made indes 
to the deſign of baptiſm, and, in the laſt ſection, rela- 
tive to that which qualifies an infant for it, I think, 
will lead to the following concluſion, as to the extent 
of its adminiſtration ; viz. that it is reſtricted, by 
divine inſtitution, to the children of believing parents 
or maſters. If infant-baptiſm, in connection with 
a parents own baptiſm, be deſigned, as a token'of the 
parents compliance with the covenant” of grace, and 
hath no reſpect to the infant baptized, "excepting, as 
being the child or property of the believing parent, 
then, infant-baptiſm cannot be extended, further than 
to the children of ſuch parents and proprietors. God 
has from the beginning, required men to dedicate 
and devote all they have to him: and he early ap- 
pointed a public mark and token of ſuch a dedica- 
tion: viz. the circumciſion of the adult and ſuch 
children as belonged to him. Thus far a man's 
covenant can go and it can be extended no farther; 
for he cannot covenant and dedicate bat to God 


which is not his own, in diſtinction from other men: 


and, thus far the toten of the covenant originally ex- 


tended, and it could extend no further. It was a full 


expreſſion of Abraham's compliance with the cove- 
nant, that heè dedicated himſelf and ſuch children as 
belonged to him, to God. God required no more of 
him, than what was implied in that. In doing that, 

he went as far as he had either a natural or inſlituted 


Tight to go. The adminiftration'of infant baptiſm, 


muſt, therefore be reſtricted tothe children of covenant 
or believing parents.” If bat which qualifies any in- 
tant for baptiſm were pointed out in the laſt ſection, 
it will certainly follow, that the children of covenant 
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or — parents only, are the proper ſubjects of fl ; 
it. If it be requilite, that the infant offered for bap, 
tiſm, be the child or property. of him who offers it, 0 
and, if he who offers it muſt he full in the covenant, / 
then it is certain, that the children of covenant per- : 
ſons only can, conſiſtently with the, inſtitution, be I 
< 

8 

t 

i 


baptized. It is certain, I apprehend, that Abraham 
was not authoriſed to extend circumciſion any fur. 
ther: and the Jaylor conſidered his obligations to be 
Fange to himſelf / and all his.” Acts xvi. 33. 

It muſt ariſe, therefore, from miſtaken apꝑrehenſiong 
of the end and real deſign; of infant-baptiſm, thatany i 
have attempted to ranch amino abi. more WW c 
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univerſal. 
: Ir may ſerve to canfirm what; is now advanced, n 
lane to the exzent of the right of infant-baptiſm, f 
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if the various object ions, which have been raiſed againſt 0 
ſuch reſtrictions be attended to and obviated,—} WF © 
ſhall, therefore, take notice of tho/e, which appear to a 
me to be the moſt. weighty, and Popular: and ate d 
tempt to obviate them. 6 
Os r TIoN I. Ir way be ſaid, that other chil, 2 
dren are as good by nature, as the children of belits tl 
vers or covenant perſons: there is no reaſon, there- 
fore, Why baptiſm ſhould t be adminiſtered to ont tc 
as well as another.. G 
ANSsW ER. IT is ready en iel. that al d 
children are alike good, by nature; yet the objection Is 
proceeds upon miſtaken eee relative to d- 
the ordinance of infant baptiſm. It ſuppoſes, that er 
baptiſm is deſigned; as am indication and token of the g 
ga0dneſs of children, whereas it is only a vaten of what WM 4 
the parent is; — that he Keeps God's covehant, There pe 
may be a good reaſon, 9 why ſome children re 
mould be baptized and not others; for although in 
children are cqually good by nature yet, there max be ¶ th 
a very great difference, as to the covenant=anding:of ce 
their parents. The parents of ſome may be believers 
and in covenant with God; but the — of othe I 22. 
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ers may he inſidels and rt 2 and e 

retences to a covenant relation to God. As infant 
baptiſm is deſigned, as a token of the good covengut 
/anding of parents, fa there ariſes, from thence, a 

good reaſon, yea, a neceſſity, for reſtricting thead- 
Win of baptiſm to the infants ox children of 
covenant DN anch al Eidren are alike 
good by nature. 

Os JECTION. U. bs all children are equally: good 
by nature, and there is any advantage ariſing from 
infant-baptiſm, it would imply a criminal pariiality 
in God, to ſuppoſe he reſtrictech it to lem to cha en- 
cluſion of others. 11 4 

AnSWweR. THis objection Proceeds, 4 upon 
miſtaken apprehenſions, as to the primary deſign of 
infant-baptifm; for it ſuppoſes the original deſign 
of baptiſm. as it-reſpects infants, was the beſtow ment 
of ſome pecuhar bleſſings and advantages; where- 
as, it appears from what has been ſaid, the original 
detign of it was, to be a foten of à parents keeping 
covenant with God;—to inſtitute a way, in which, ro- 
prietors of children might manifeſt a compliance with 
.the covenant. 

Bur, if the deſign of it were to ſecure fome good 
to children, would it imply criminal partialily in 
God, to reſtrict the adminiſtration of it to fome chil- 
dren, becauſe all children are alike good by nature? 
Is not one nation as good by nature as anot her 3 yet, 
doth not God give the geſpel to one and not to anoth- 
er? Although Jaroh and Eſan were, by nature, alike 
good, yet, did not God chuſe Jacab and reject E an? 
And may not God bleſs ſome children, out of reſ—-— 
pect to the piety of their parents? was it not, out af 
reſpect to Abraham, that God conferred many bleſſ- 
ings on the Jews, his poſterity? Such an objection, 
therefore, as the preſent one, in every view of it, e 
ceeds from miſapprehenſion and miſtake. 

OsJzcrtiown THEE Tur children of thoſe, who-are 
not in covenant, may have a chriſtian. education as well 
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3 
if not better ſecured, than if their parents were be. 
lievers and in covenant with God : and ſo there may 
be, as great a propriety in their being baptized, as 
though their parents were really in covenant. 

AnswErR. THis objection proceeds upon the ſup. 
poſition, that the end and deſign of the baptiſm of 
infants, is a good education : and it has very often 


been conſidered i in ſuch a point of light. It was from 


ſuch miſtaken apprehenſions of the end of that inſti- 
tution, that Sponſors have been introduced, as a kind 
of ſecurity, to make promiſes, in the name of chil. 


dren, which no mortal can perform; and then, let 


parents be what they will, baptiſm has been admin- 
iſtred without any ſcruple. But all this proceeding 
ariſes from miſtaken apprehenſions of the end and 
deſign of infant-baptiſm. It was not deſigned, as a 
Zoken of a ſecurity of a chriſtian education; bur as a 
token of the covenant between God and parents or 
proprietors of children. This being the cafe, the 
ordinance is, in its very nature, reſtricted to the chil- 
dren of covenant perſons ; let other children be un. 
der ever ſo great advantages, reſpecting their educs. 
tion. 

OBJecTrion IV. Our Saviour fays, Mark x. 14, 
Suffer the little children lo come unto me and forbid then 
not, for of ſuch is the kingdom of God. From whence 
we learn, that little children are- the objects of God's 
een; - and that even heaven itſelf will conſiſt in 
part, at leaſt, of little children: and, if that be the 
caſe, they are ſurely qualified ſubjects for baptiſm; 
and ſo it ought to be uni verſally adminiſtred to infants, 

AnswER. THaT the little children, ſpoken of in 


this paſſage, were not brought to our Saviour to be 


baprized, 1s evident, from the account given us by 
three evangeliſts : and that our Saviour did not bap- 
tize them is certain, for it is ſaid, John iv. 2. that he 
« baptized not.” Admitting what is aſſerted i in the 
objection, that little children are the objects of di- 
vine benediction, and that the inhabitants of heaven 
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will confiſt, in part, of ſuch children, ean we from 
thence infer, that all little children, as ſuch are to be 
baptized? Wicked men and infidels are alſo the ob- 
jects of divine benediction; and doubtleſs, ſome of 
that character will be meetned for and admitted into 
heaven; but can we from thence infer, that wicked 
men and infidels are, univerſally, the proper ſubjects 
of baptiſm ? The ſame mode of reaſoning which 
is adopted, in the objection under conſideration, will 
infallibly end in ſuch concluſions. It cannot, there- 
fore, be conſidered as having weight in it, as the 
whole ſeeming force of it is founded on the molt ab- 
ſurd mode of reaſoning. - . MIT. : | 
OBJzcrtion V. Ir it be the caſe, that infant-bap- 
tiſm is to be reſtricted to the children of covenant 
perſons, and other children are excluded from it; 
then children muſt ſuffer for the ſins of their. parents; 
ANSWER. How far children ſuffer, in the caſe men- 
tioned in this objection, will appear, when we come 
to conſider the advantages ariſing from infant-bap- 
tiſm. Admitting that they really do ſuffer great- 
ly, through the ſinful neglect of their patents, by be- 
ing cut off from baptiſm, is it peculiar to this caſe? 
Children muſt of neceſſity ſuffer much, if their pa- 
rents are vicious and negligent perſons. It is a fixed 
and eſtabliſhed law ot nature, that they ſhould ſuffer 
in many reſpects. If parents are Fractious, paſſionate 
or intemperate, their children muſt, of neceſſity, be 
ſubjected to many ſufferings and trials. The vices of 
parents often involve their children in poverty and 
diſgrace, The ill example of parents often ruins the 
morals of children. Children muſt, as neceſſarily 
ſuffer, if they have negligent and wicked parents, as 
wives do if they have bad huſbands, as parents de if 
they have wicked children. . If the children of pa- 
rents, who are not in covenant, do ſuffer on ac- 
count of the negligence and ſinful conduct of their 
parents, by being excluded from baptiſm, it is not a 
ſingular caſe. The ſame objection has equal force, 
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when applicd to almoſt every inſtitution Gai 
eſtabliſhed; either in the natural or moral world. All 
connections between parents and children muſt be 
broken up, or children will ſuffer, more or leſs, "by 


the vices and negligence of their parents. 
OBJecrion VI. - CiReuMcision was admminifiert 


to all the children of the Jews, without exception; 


therefore baptiſm ought to be adminiſtered to al chil. 

dren, under the Giſpenſation - of the n Wine 

diſtinction. 

ANSWER. THE plauſibility of this objection dene 

nates, from partial and miſtaten conceptions of the 
ople denominated Fews. They are conſidered, a 


a people confiſting of church members and —— 


like other nations under the goſpel diſpenſation 
which is conſidering them in à very erroneous point 
of light; for they confiſted entirely of the covenant 
people of God ;—of thoſe, who acknowledged God 
to be their God and ſubmitted to all the inſtitutions 
of his viſible church and kingdom, whether they 
were ſtrangers, or Jews by birth. This being the 
caſe, although all the children of that people wett 
conſidered, as the proper ſubjects of circumciſion, 


and were in fact circumciſed, no more can be infered 


from it, than that all the children of covenant people; 
of church members were circumciſed, Which is cir- 
eumfcribing the inſtitution of eircumciſion, by the 
fame limits, which have been conſidered, as the bout: 
daries of the inſtitution of infant baptiſt m ; for we 


cats only infer, from thence, that it was extended to 


the children of believing or covenant parents. 
Ir in the objection, it had been ſtated and proved, 
thar not only the children of the Jews, but all other 
children were formerly conſidered as being propet 
ſubjects of circumeiſion, and were in fact circumci- 
ſed, there would have been force in the objection: 
But, if the circumcifion of the children of Ih Jews 
were the extent of its adminiſtration, it was reftricted 


to the — of covenant people; for the * 


* 


confiſted)* of church members; and coimpoſed the the 
whole viſible church of God. There is nothing adi 
vanced, therefore, in the objection, which. militares 
againſt what has been ſaid" for ir ſtates the ſame re- 
ſtrictions relative to the adminiſtration of infant cir. 
cumeiſion, which have been conſidered as the limits 
of the adminiſtration of infant baptiſm ; and; inſtead 
of operating as an objeRion towhar has been faid, af- 
fords a. dirèct argument, in favour of reſtricting the 
adminiſtration of infant baptiſm, o the children of 
covenant and believing parent. 


 Os8ficrron VII. Ir the +drhindfttacion] of: infune 
baptifin be reflricted to the children of covenant or 
believing parents and proprietors, then a . n 


der of children will Be heathens 
ANVS WER. Tufs ohjection merits a  teply; thote on 


account of its popularity than its real weigh. It wilt 


be readily admitted, that if infant baptiſm be reſtrict- 
ed to the children of thoſe, who Are in a complete 
covenant ſtanding, and the ſtate of the world ſhould 


be as it is at preſent, many children will be unbaptix- 


d. But, baptizing ali children would not remedy 


the difficulty; unleſs as Moy be, baptized agreeably to 


the inſtitution of God. Children may be baptized, 
and yet be heathens in every fenſe af the word, in 
which heatheniſm is to be dreaded. Being baptized; 


doth not make infants chriſtians. If baptiſm; which 


is deſigned as a token of the covenant ſtanding of 


parents, were adininiſtered to an infant, whoſe parent 


is an heathen in practice, would that make a chriſtian 
of it? It has been made evident, as I apprehend, that 
the baptiſm of an infant, together with a parents on 


baptiſm; is a Zoken that the pareitt is in covenant with 


God; now, ſhould this toten be applied to an infant 
whoſe parent is not in covenant, would ſuch an irre- 
guar procedure, take à child out of heatheniſm and 
make a chriſtian of it ? IS a 3 and miſiſe ol 
divine Fan a ſcriptural mode 
chriſtians: CE, rr» 


. 


\ 


| conſidered, as implying/regeneration by the: ipirit.o 


deathend: till they comply with the erm of chriſtian. 


Some, in their great zeal; have evidently confidered 
it, as a /aving ordinance, and the dividing line between 


Hence we find; in the liturgy of the church of Eng- 


unbapitved, exrommunicated. and ſuicides being except- 


7¹ 


1 


Tas Wand on che 9 is as " Heroin will be 


ity; whether they be baptized; or not. They do not 
become chriſtians; merely: by aſſuming the axterna 
badge of chriſtianity. Baptiſm is a 10e, that he who 
78 active i im it is a chriſtian, but it does not make him 
eln Atti ne 51 5111 
Ir is comvinly: reaſonable; that that IG 
figned as. à token of a covenant. relation to God, ſhauld 


be appropriated to that uſe : and he applied, ; where 


there is evidence of the exiſtence of ſuch a relation, 


vhether more or fewer be cut off from it. And as 
baptiſm is deſigned as ſuch a token, and that geſpec. 


ing the drazcazor only, ſo it appears from the very na- 
ture and deſign of the ordinance; that it muſt b con ; 


faned, in its E parcau, nn 
their children. / OBfIT WKA ned 2 40 Jr 


N 


4 8 E © T 1 0 * VI. daa 

| wakes. 

Where the advanta 1 From Baptiſm; por 
8 herr. 


1 HERE: few been very —.— be in 


A the chriſtian world, of the advantages and bleſ- 
fings, reſulting from and connected with baptiſm. 


thoſe, Who-ſhall be ſaved andthofe who will periſh. 
land; that at the burial of all deceaſed perſons (the 


ed) thanks are given to God that it hath, pleaſed hin 
to deliver * chi dur dear brother from the mileries 
of this fin ful wand and to uke unto himſelſ the - 
Toul of our dear brother, &&. 71 And, it: s further I 7g 
evident, fromitbe ſame lirurgy that water — 


God. Hence, at every baptiſm, thanks are given unto 
God, *:that this child is by baptiſm, regenerate ;''—- 
chat —— pps Ron 9 wa Holy Spir Father, 10 
22 is infant y y Spirit. And, 
is, probably, from ſuch conceptions af the advan. 
—— from baptiſm, that ſo many have been 


led to dei and idolixe that ordinance, when, at the 


ſame time, they feel very indifferent relative to other 


religious inſtitutions. We ought, without doubt, to 


eſteem it as an important inſtitution, as it originated 
from God; but we ought, on the other hand, to be 
careful and cautious of leading mankind to feel, as 
though all religion conſiſted in being baptized. 4 
Ix the account which will now be given, of the real 
advantages of baptiſm, ſhould not be ſuch as ſome 
have conceived them to be; or, if the ordinance 
{hould not appear to imply every thing, yet if it be re- 
preſented as implying as much as the ſacred ſcriptures 
attribute to it, it ought, at leaſt, to give ſatisfaction 
to all, 

Ir we carefully attend to the original inſtitution of 
circumciſion, we ſhall find, that it was not deſigned 
to introduce him, who was active in it, to a real lille 
to the bleſſings of the covenant. A real covenant re- 
lation to God, or title to the bleſſings of the covenant, 
was ſuppoſed to exiſt, antecedently to circumciſion ; 
and circumciſion itſelf. was conſidered, only as a Zof- 
en of the exifience of ſuch a covenant relation. God 


ordered Abraham and other aduli believers, to circum-- 


ciſe themſelves and their children, in toten of theirfaith 
and covenant ſtanding. This, faid God 10 bn 
Hall be a token of the covenant hetwixt me a MR 

A token of a pre- exiſting covenant between God and 
Abraham, Hence, the apoſtle Paul, when ſpeaking 
of Abraham's being circumciſed, ſays ; Rom. iv. 11. 
© He received the std of cireumci/ton, a SEAL 'of the 
righteoufneſs of the faith, which he had VET BEING US- 
CIRCUMCISED.?” The circumciſion of Abraham was, 
therefore, a loten of an intereſt which he had in the 
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ü — while he was GIANTS, Circumeifion 


created no nero title; it was only a mark and noten of a 


' pre-exiſting covenant relation to God. The deſſ 


and purpoſe of an adult's offering himſelf and chil. 
dren to God in baptiſm, muſt be, therefore, to. /ignify 
his covenant relation to God, And not to create and 


form ſuch a relation. Ged never made more of it, 


than a /oken of an exiſting covenant. It muſt imply, 
therefore, very unjuſtifiable conceptions of the de/ign 
of baptiſm, to infer from it any neu title to new-cove- 


nant bleſſings : for a zitle to fuch bleſſings is ſuppo- 


ſed actually to exiſt, relative to the adult, antecedent- 


ly to the adminiſtration of the ordinance, as the ad- 


miniſtration of it was deſigned, as a token of the ex- 
ence of the covenant, between God and the baptiz. 
ed adult. If an adult, or parent were not really en- 
titled to the bleſſings of the covenant, previouſly, or 


at the time of baptiſm, he was not in conſequence of 


it; for baptiſm did not create ſuch a title. It is de- 
ſigned, only as a zoken that ſuch a relation dõth exiſt. 
We may from thence conclude, with the utmoſt cer. 


tainty, that baptiſm is not that which ſaves mankind, 


It is“ not the putting away of the filth of the fleſh*'— 
It gives, of itſelf, no zero title to covenant bleſſings. 
We muſt conclude, therefore, that a title to the 
bleſſings of the covenant of grace, is not an advantage 
which reſults from baptiſm. God commands and 
directs believers to attend upon that ordinance, as 2 
token of their actual compliance with the covenant, and 
in teſtimony of it; and ſo the adminiſtration does 
ſuppoſe in it, an antecedent and pre=exi/ting title to the 
bleſſings of it, in the view of God. —Conſequently, 
1. BELIEVERS, offering themſelves and their chil- 
dren to God, in baptifm, may be ſaid to be,“ the 
anſwer ofa good conſcience towards God.” ' 
Tux apoſtle Peter thus expreſſes it. When ſpeak- 
ing of baptiſm, he ſays, it is “ ot the putting away the 
Filth of the fleſh, but- THE ANSWER OF A GOOD CON- 
SCIENCE TOWARDS Gob.“ 1 Pet. iii. 21. The mean- 
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ing of which expreſſions muſt be this ; that, by be. 


ing baptized; a perſon doth not become really more 
boly; but by attending to it, he keeps a good con- 
ſcience, as he complies with a ſpecial inſtituted duty. 


God has commanded" a believer, to dedicate himſelf 


and his children to Him. A believer,” in doing ſo, 
obeys God and ſo keeps a © good conſcience. Ded- 
ication itſelf is a moral duty; fignifying it in baptiſm, 
is a-pY/tive inſtitution ;' and the believer in ſubmit- 
ting to it, therefore, does that which is anſwerable to 
a good-comference. 77751 nts tn” FH ENDS; * 
2. I wourd further obſerve, that a believer; in 
dedicating himſelf and children to God in baptiſm, 
not only anſwers a good conſcience towards God, but, 
other things being equal, his real covenant relation 
to God does, thereby become open and viſible to men. 
 BayTI8M is deſigned as a ?oken of the covenant be- 
tween God and the believer ; ſo that the fitle which 
he had, in the fight of God, becomes open and-zy/ible 
to men, by a regular ſubmiſſion to it. His real 
cavenant title, in the view of God, is the ſame be- 
fore as it is after baptiſm ; but in being baptized, 
other things being equal, his'title becomes open ane 
public. To him are © committed the oracles of 
God.” That is, he has now an open and viſible right, 
to all the bleſſings and privileges of the 'vitible 
church. But then, all that baptiſm does is this; it 


is a public /n and token of a real title to new-cove- 


nant bleſſings; which title had its exiſtance, from 


that faith which the believer had, in the ſight of God, 


while unbaptized ; but became open and viſible to 
_ by baptiſm ; which is the inſtituted token of 
aii. * 3 15 
Ir appears, therefore, that baptiſm doth not origt- 
nate a title to the bleſſings of the covenant; but ĩt is 
a toten of ſuch a title. God directs believers, 
as a /ign and ſeal of their faith, or keeping covenant, 
to dedicate themſel ves and their children by baptiſm. 
In doing thus, they anſwer a good conſcience towards 
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Bod: and. make their real covenant n 


the ſight of God, open and viſible to men: hut in re. 
ality they have, in the view of God, in conſequenct 


of it, no new title to bleſſings. 


Ina a covenant title is pe pusu and implied 
in baptiſm, as it reſpects parents and adults; is furs 
ther evidem, from the uniform directions of the apoſ. 
Hes. Ne pent and be baptized** is an example, of 
apoſtolic directions. If thou believeſt with all 
thine heart, thou mayeſt, &c. Repentance and faith, 
were univerſally conſidered, by the apoſtles, as pre- 
requiſites and preparatives for baptiſm ; but repen- 
tance and faith imply, a real intereſt in the bleflings 


of the covenant of grace. Baptiſm therefore, can. 


not be conſidered as that which creates or confliintes 
new titles; it cannot be conſidered as implying any 
thing more, than a preexiſting title; as it is only a 
toten of an exiſting covenant, as it reſpects parents 


and adult believers. 


As 10 the advantages reſulting from baptiſm, ref. 
ing infanis or children, I would obſerve ; that in- 


aſmuch as the original deſign and purpoſe of baptiſm 


was not to crrate, or conſtitule new titles to the blef- 
ings of the covenant, but only to be a toten of his in- 


| tereſt in the promiſes, who dedicates: and as no ſuch 


intereſt was ſuppoſed or implied, relative to the bapti- 
zed infant, in its baptiſm, ſo the infant or child can- 
not be ſaid to have ſuch an intereſt or title to the 

omiſes, in conſequence of baptiſm. If the natural 


offspring of believers be not, as ſuch, intereſted in the 


bleflings of the covenant, antecedently to baptiſm": 


and if baptiſm do not conflitute and create ſuch an 


incereſt, then no ſuch intereſt in the bleſſings of the 
covenant, can be infered from an infants being 1 
tized. 

Baris is not the © anſwer ofa good conſcience,” 
in the infant which is baptized ; for it has no con- 
ſciouſneſs of any part of the tranſaction. And, it is 
not deſigned as a token of any zi/le, which it had to 
the bleſſings of the covenant, previouſly to its bap- 


\ 


* 
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j 


tiſm: br lt ac axdfied;; 7 de a 3 
what has already been ſaid. Conſequently, no i 
tereſt, in the bleſſings. of che.covenanr, can 155 infered 


from its baptiſm. % Mn Janine Wie 15 | 


Ir cannot” be ſuppoſed, that Daptice. ſhould: be 
more efficacious, as it reſpects an infant which is al- 


together paſſive, than tothe parent, ho alone is; 4. 


tie: and it creates no nei titles relative to the lat 
ter; it is only a tobt n of a pte exiſting intereſt in the 


covenant. But, as to the infant, na ſuch da e 


intereſt can be ſignifieuꝭ becauſe it did not exiſt. 
pears evident, not only from the end and 855 
fig Hh 


ptiſmy that we are not to infer, that an infant 


hath a title to the bleſſings of the covenant; fromm ita 


being baptized; buti the ſcriptures others wile teachius 


the ſame truth. It s evidently the caſe; that che 
Jews ſuppoſed, in our Saoiourꝰs day, that they were 
eminently diſtinguifhtd. from other people, as being 
entitled to peculiar bleffings; on-account of their;bez 
ing natural deſcendants from Abraham and circums 
ciſed. But Chriſt taught them; that if they expedts 
ed to receive the bleſſings, hich were confered5on 
Abraham, becauſe they were his natural deſcendaaits 
and had deen circumeiſed, they were under a fatal 
miſtake That in. order to Abraham's being thæir 
father, in that ſenſe, they mut do the“ worksof 
Abraham.“ Aud John the baptiſt cautions the 
Jews in theſe Words * Think not to ſay within 
yourſelves, we have Abraham to our father.“ P As 


if he had ſaid, away with all your flatteries, on c 


count of your being ancien ee ne 
ants from Abraha n- 


"1444 God d winriain thine ahead a 


-hevers-and covenant. parents; as having a title-to»the 
promiſes, is evident from his diſpe 
the children of his: ſervant Iſuac. His condudt in 
*hufing one and) rejecting” the other thows,: anat. 
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vey, to the baptized infant, aſp fille 10 the. Dieſlings 
e erg of graces 1 lm ds 


44 ry 


; dere himſelf as W alt 


ive or withhold bleſſings from them. as ſeemed gobd 
his ſight. Accordingly: it is ſaid, that he Joved 
Facob and hated E/au, © that the purpoſe. of God accon 
ding io election might ſtand, not q wür ks, but of him ibai 
calleth. F What ſhall we ſay. to theſe things? 5 
there unrighteouſneſs with God? Would God have 
dealt in ſo ſovereign a manner, i thoſe children were 


entitled to the promiſes We muſt, therefore 


conclude, that baptiſm doth neither imply nor gon- 


Ir may be aſked; whether it be, 4 impliedyvia 


X Gods. directing; parents to dedicate their children ce 
him, that if they do, he will receive. them, and ſegure 


the bleſſings of the coVenant to chem: + 283 

ANSWER... If parents dedicate» their children 1 
God, i in truth and ſincerity, hey do their duty, and 
God will accept of and reu aid them, as faithful. and 
obedient ſervamts. But we have no warrant for ſuch 
a'conchuſion as this, that he Will reward their ohedi⸗ 
ence; by beſtowing upon their children, a title to the 


bleſſings of the covenant of grace. God has direct- 


&d beli — to pray for Hingis for all in aui bority and 
for all men; but can e conelude, that if a believer 


does ſo, that Kings will be. pood men. — that, evil, rus, 


* will be falthful—and I all-men will be ſaved? 

Bor, that baptized children, as uch, have no title 
Aide bleflings of: the covenant, appears with ſuffi. 
cient clearneſs, from this ſingle confideration;z, name- 
ly, That baptiſm never was deligned to convey any 
new titles to new bleſſings ;. but was deſigned, as 4 
token of the bleſſings to which the baptized were en- 
ritled/previous to haptiſm; and the infants of belie · 
vers, as ſuch, had no ſuch previous title. 

However, it may here be obſerved, 

1. THaT- the inſtitution, of infant. baptiſm, i is fo 


. as Ant! it has the moſt fayourable * to 


2 .hL 
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advance the. good 'ediicatibn” and fmal filation of of 
fuch e Alden, as are tegulatty baptized. 

Tur 1 makes it neceflary, that thoſe who 
offer children in baptiſm, be ſuck perſons, as natural 
ly care for the welfare of ſuch nildren: for they 
muſt be 8 Gt and proprietors of children; not fan 

gers, © Rote who Have nd intereſt in or keclings for 
her "it Ware.—Befldes "thoſe who” dedicate chil 
drem ti 689; axe, from the very nature of fuch a 
tran 1 under the mot folemn obligations t to 
teach ſuch children their duty, and to inforce it by 
every motive and arguriient,—Farrhertnore, che pa- 
rent Who" dedicates children to God is, by the inſti- 
tution, 10, hntitdted” wirn the chireh'6f Chriſt, as 
char its members ate under moſt facred obligations, 
to water over andexcite him to faithfulneſs in the 
diſcharge of his duty. It may be added further; 
that he, Who dedicates children to God, muſt be in 
covechant with God Hirnfelf; and ſo he muſt be one, 
whöhas a covenant titlè to the ae and ſuncti- 
fying influences of the Holy Spirit; which, in the 

mot effectual manner ſecures his nde From this 
5 of the inſtitution, we ſee; that it is fo framed 
and compoſed, as thar' it has the moſt favourable 7en- 
dency to advance tlie falvation of ſuch children, as are 
regularly baptized ; although there are nd abſolute 
promiſes of ſuch an iſſue. God has, after all, 
the fame /overeigh right to chuſe or reject ſuch chil- 
dren, which he exerciſed” in the cafe of Jacob and 
Eſau .——-Nevertheleſs, 

Tnkxx are ſome peculiat reaſSts to hope, for 
this feli of fuch children, as are regularly bap- 
tized. | 

Tas appears, in part, from what was obſerved, 
under the laſt particular. It may further appear; 
from this confideration : namely, that if parents be 
faithful, and do their duty, there is hope that they 
may be ſucceſsful. There is 2 10 more hope of 

| gt 


ſucceſs, im a cafe where perſons do their duty, than 
where they neglect it; TREE there are no ee 
promiſes of ſucceſs, —Beſides, God is pleaſed, many 
times, to beſtow bleſſings on others, out of reſpect 
and regard to his own friends and ſervants. If there 
had been but ten righteous perſons, in the wicked 
City of Sodom, God would nat have deſtroyed it * for 
ten's ſake,” Great bleflings. were beſtawed, oh the 
Jews, on account of their,connexion, with Abraham, 
the friend of God. So God may do great things for 
children, out af reſpect io their pious and, faiuhful 
parents. But nplic« 


ut then, there are. no promiſes implied in 
their baptiſm, by which ſuch; bleſſings are abſolutely 
ſecured 3, as appears, I truſt, from what has been 
Indeed, it is declared, © that all things ſhall, work to- 

ether for goad, to them that loye God; and; doubt- 
Er Ben Bit over ole A eee 
of their children, in ſuch a manner, as ſhall anſwer. 
good purpoſes to them; but whether that will be in 
chuſing or rejecting them, no one, excepting. God, 


% du. 7˙ i! otter ct 
Wx muſt, therefore, come to the following con- 
cluſions, as to the advantages ariſing from infant bap- 
tiſm. On the one hand, that che inſtitution is ſo fram- 
ed, as that it has the moſt favorable fendency to ad- 
vance the religious inſtruction and education of ſuch 
children as are baptized ; and affords, ſome peculiar 
reaſons to hope for their ſalvatien. Yet, I truſt, it muſt 
be evident, that there is no abſolute ſecurity of the bleſ- 
ſings of the covenant of grace, either ex!-7nal or in- 
ternal. The deſign of baptiſm, is not to create titles, 
but to be a 7cken and /n of the intereſt which thoſe 
have already, in the covenant, who are ave in the 
Seaton... V 
Son may object to this repreſentation, of the ad- 
vantages reſulting from infant baptiſm, and ſay; that 
if the caſe be thus, parents have no motive or encous 
ragemen! to dedicate either themſelves or children in 
baptiſm ;—the whole is a mere wullity, 
To which 1 would anſwer, It is certainly a mate 
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ter of very ou importance, that baptiſm be atten- 

erious and ſtrict manner, if the caſe be 
as has been repreſented. It is true, indeed, that pa- 
rents, cannot, from thence, ſit down eaſy and con- 
clude, that they have no more to do, becauſe their chil- 
dren are baptized; and that now they will certainly 
be ſaved. It is alſo true, that baptized children can- 


not conclude, according to what has been advanced, 


that all is well with them, becauſe they have been 
baptized; that they have every thing ſecured, with- 
out their concerning themſelves about religion. 


And God would have all occaſion for ſuch flatteries 
removed, completely out of the way. Think not 


to ſay within yourſelves, we have Abraham to our 
father.“ | 4 6 * 724. # $8 85 : . | 
Bur then, there are the moſt ſolemn motives and 
conſiderations to inforce the inſtitution of bapriſm ; 
ſuch as have the greateſt weight, in the view of all 
gcod men, God has commanded men, to witneſs 
their compliance with the covenant, in this way; 
and God has a right to be obeyed. Baptiſm cannot 
be neglected, therefore, without a great degree of 
criminality ; even if perſons could not diſcover a ſin- 
gle advantage, ariſing immediately from it, either to 
themſelves or to their children. 1 
Tux conclufion, that baptiſm is a mere nullity, ac- 
cording to the foregoing repreſentation of its advan- 
tages, is, alſo, without any reaſonable foundation. 
It certainly is not ſuch, as it reſpects the viſible 


kingdom of Chriſt. It is, as it reſpects adults, a 


public toten of their covenant relation to God; and 
of their right to the privileges of Chriſt's houſe and 
family. Beſides; it is not a nulliiy, as it reſpects 
thoſe, who dedicate themſelves and children to God; 
for they, thereby, diſcharge an important duty, and 
anſwer a good conſcience towards God.“ 

No is baptiſm a mere nullity, as it refpects chil- 
dren which are dedicated. They are devoted and 
conſecrated to the ſervice of God, by thoſe, who had 
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5 and authority to do it; which a is 
binding upon them; and, an intereſt in the bleſſings 
of the covenant of grace is ſuſpen 


ded, upon their 6. 
lively falling in with ſuch a degicai Ion, ö Ahe only 
condition. 


Ox the whole, and to 3 the enquiry under 


conſideration. If the foregoing, reaſoning be juſt, 


we muſt conclude, that: as to an adult, who dedicates 
himſelf and children in baptiſm, he thereby * ans 
ſwers a good conſcience towards God,” as he diſchar« 


ges a duty which God hath, enjoined on him. And, 


although his real title. to the bleſſings of the cove- 
nant be the ſame, in the fight of God, after baptiſm, 
as before, as baptiſm was not deſigned to create titles, 
but to be a zoken of ſuch as 4 hg exiſt ; yet, it ſerves 
as a public token of his coyenant gelation to God, 
and of his being a diſciple. 

| In regard to the infant which is baptized. + 2s bap⸗ 
tiſm had no reſpect to any intereſt i in, the covenant, 


which it had previouſly to its adminiſtration, ſo it 


was not deſigned as a zoken of ſuch. an intereſt ; and; 
as baptiſm doth not create an intereſt in the cove- 


nant, ſo, in conſequence of baptiſm, no ſuch: intereſt 
can be conſidered as exiſting. Nevertheleſs, the in- 


ſtitution is ſo formed, as to have a moſt favorable ten- 
dency toadvance the good education and ſalvation; of 
the dedicated child; although there be no abſolute 


ſecurity of it. It the end and delign of the inſtitution 


of baptiſm be conſidered, particularly, that it was 
deſigned as a token of a covenant relation already ex- 
iſting, and not as creating ſuch a relation, I truſt the 
foregoing concluſions muſt of neceſſity follow. 
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W borein 0 ſtanding of baptized chilivex; as 75 Wy 
diu the church, is particular conſidered.” > * 


HAT there is ſome kind of connection, been 
the church and baptized children, has been gen 
erally, if not univerſally admitted: but what Rind 


"Fa 


of connection it is, is a matter about which, there has 


not been a univerſal agreement. Some have ſuppo- 


ſed, that baptiſm in infancy, introduces the infant, to 


a complete perſonal ſtanding in the church of Chriſt, 

Such a complete ſtanding in the church, reſpecting 
baptized, children, às ſuch, was avqwed by many of 
thoſe divines, who wrote in defence of that refolur: of 
the Synod, at Cambridge, which gave riſe to the prac- 
tice of owning the covenant. It is my defign, in this 


ſection, to examine that opinion; and to inquire, 


whether we have any ſcripture evidence of ſuch a 
complete perſonal ſtanding of baptized children, vas 


ſuch, in the church of Chriſk? 2 But it will be neceffa-.- 


ry, previouſly, to conſider what is intended, by a com- 


plete ſtanding in the church; and what that is, ne 8 


conſtitutes ſuch a ſtanding. 

By a complete ſtanding in the church, the fame 
thing muſt be intended, as by being a complete mem 
ber of the church, and having a right and title to the 
privileges of it. Having a complete ſtanding, in 
any community, muſt conſiſt in being a member of 
it, and in having a right and zitle to its privileges.” It 
does not conſiſt in being bound to. ſulljection, without 


a title to its mmurities. The ſame muſt be intended 


by being in a complete ſtanding in the church. It 
muſt imply, not only obligations to do duties, but a 
itle to the privileges and immunities of the church. 

IT will be neceſfary to conſider further, what that 
is which renders, any one a complete member of the 
church ? There can be no. great difficulty, Fappre- 
hend, in determining what that is s which conſtitutes 


86 
memberſhip. Without any doubt, complete mem. 
berſhip muſt be grounded on a complete ſtanding in 
the covenant. Being in covenant is hat, which gives 
a right and title to the bleſſings of the covenant. If 
a church conſiſts of thoſe, who have bound them. 
ſelves by covenant to bethe Lord's, and to be ſubject io 
Jeſus Chriſt as King and Ruler, and to watch over 
one another ; then, being completely in covenant muſt 
be bat, which conſtitutes a complete ſtanding in the 
church, It certainly is conſidered, in this point of 
light, by thoſe who have been advocates for the com- 
plete ſtanding and memberſhip of baptized chil. 
dren in the church. Their ſuppoſed covenant ſtand. 
ing is the pillar, which ſupports the whole fabric; 
for all the arguments, which are brought to vindi- 
1 cate the memberſhip of baptized children, are foun- 
1170 ded on the covenant ſtanding of ſuch children. That 
115 this may appear, I ſhall take the liberty of refering 
the reader to a number. of paſſages, taken from the 
Rey. Mr. WILLIAMs' “ inquiry, concerning the de- 
fign, &c. of chriſtian baptiſm; which contains ex- 
tracts, from the reaſonings of a number of antient di- 
vines, who have written in defence of the member. 
ſhip of baptized children. My defign, in adducing 
thoſe quotations, 18 ſimply to ſhow, that'a complete 
covenant ſtanding has been confidered as that which 
conſtitutes a complete ſtanding and memberſhip in 
the church. In that inquiry, p. 21, it is ſaid, © to 
be in covenant, or to be a covenantee is the formalis 
ratio of a church member.“ In p. 23, the Rev. Sa- 
muel Stone, is quoted as ſaying, * it being granted 
that they (meaning the children of covenant parents) 
are in Abraham's covenant—they have memberſhip 
by birth.” In p. 28, the Rev. Mr. Norton, is ſaid 
to reaſon, in the following words, “ confederation 
1 giveth the form of church memberſhip; therefore, 
Fl. confederation maketh children church members.” 
i Page 30, contains the following quotation from the 
1 | Rev. Mr. Pruden. © The children in queſtion are 
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the children of ſuch parents as are in covenant, and 
ſo members of the church“... 

Fo theſe quotations, it becomes very evident, 
that being in covenant has been confidered, as that 
which conſtitutes memberſhip. and a ſtanding in the 
church: and that the advocates for ſuch member. 


ſhip, have conſidered ſuch a ſtanding in the cove- 
nant, as the foundation of their whole ſcheme. The 


complete memberſhip of baptized children, 'therefare; 
reſts entirely upon their being completely in covenant. 
If that be not the real ſtate of baptized children, -as 
ſuch, the whole muſt fall Doth not the complete 


ſtanding, and meraberſhip of baptized children, as 


ſuch, appear then to have a very doubtful and precaris 
ous foundation: if it depends upon their being in 
covenant with God? It is certain, that baptized chil- 
dren, as ſuch, have no intereſt or ſtanding in the 
covenant, on account of any perſonul exerciſes, which 
they had, in the affair of their baptiſm; for they cer - 
tainly knew nothing of the nature of the covenant: 
and, in every view. of the caſe, they were incapable of 
any ac ivity in the tranſaction. And the ſuppoſition, 
that they have any perſonal intereſt in the covenant, 
through the covenant tranſactions of their pa- 
rents, or as being children of covenant parents, is, 1 
conceive, contrary to the account which is given us 
in the ſacred ſcriptures. Such a ſuppoſition, ſtands 
oppoſed to the caution and admonition which John 
the baptiſt addreſſed to the Jews; & think not to ſay 
within yourſelves, we have Abraham to our father.“ 
And, I apprehend, it doth appear, from what has been 
offered to conſide ration, in the two firſt ſections, that 
no ſuch covenant ſtanding, was implied in, or ſignifi- 
ed by circumciſion, even reſpecting the children of 
Abraham: for Iſhmael was circumciſed, and, at the 
lame time it was exprelsly ſaid, that he did not be- 
long to the /eed to whom the promiſes were made. 
And the apoſtle Paul ſays, very expreſsly, that they 


which are the children of the fleſh, theſeare not the 


88 
children of God.“ Beſides, as it has ue A peng 
ed, that circumciſion, both adult and infafft, Was 
cvnſidered as 4 Joint token of a pubents covenan: 
ſtanding, and had no refpect to'theTovenarit Tandiny 
of children ſoſ this muſt be the caſe as t baptifhn. 
Ir appears alſs, I concei ve that as ho'covenant Rang- | 
ing was implied or p xrefuppoled in che bapkifmf of Ii 
fants, and none uf or conftitieted by it, tt bays 
tized children, ab ſuch, have not @ complete ſtanding 
in the covenant; and fo are not an piere meniBers of 
the.churth,) .. dt TRAM 

Arg we then w'coticludey? * may be uſes, thut 
bantized! children, as ſuch} hive no ſtanding in ;the 
church; that they have no eonmieQion Wirk it If 
they have not a complete: ſtanding, in it, And yet habe 
ay connection with the church, then - "they! VR 

zy members, 10 h on $7 Tt 

To which inquiry and reuſh ings; Ve, anlwef 
If by a church be meant thoſe; who en joy an interelt 
and title to the promiſes and. Bleſſings 7 the co venunt 
ot grace, then, baptized children, as Tuch; are neichet 
half way members nor members in Full ; for, I rv 
it appears, from what has been faid, that infünt bap- 
tiſm neither implies nof ſignifies; that the Baptized 
infant. is irmexeſted in the promiſes of the'coveniahit, 
nor conſtitutes ſuch an intereſt.Neveèrtheleſs, there 
is certain Kind ef connection, which all © childreh, 
that have been regularly baptized, are in wir the 
church, on accoutit of whieh; the ehureh is under ob- 
Iigations to reſpect them, in ſach'a ſenſe, as they are 
under no covenant: obl igations to reſpect other chil- 
dren. It is univerſally admitted, that the members 
of a church are not only in covenant with God, but 
With each other, to watch over one another ; and to 
ſee to it, that each member walks agrecably- to his 
profeſſion, by fulfilling his covenant engagements. 
It is alſo a granted principle, that when parents en- 
ter into covenant with God; and dedicate themſelves 
and children, that covenant and engage to train 


Lo 
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which is far from implying memberſhip in it. 


; 
up their children in the ** nurture and admonition of 
the Lord.“ The whole church, then, is bound, by 
covenant to ſee to it, that ſuch parents perform their 
vows, relative to ſuch children; and ſo is under ob- 
ligations to have a ſpecial reſpect to them. The 
church is connected by covenant with the parent, and 
the parent wich his baptized children; and in this 
manner, there is a connection through the whole. 
But the connection, which the church has with the 
baptized child, is a mediate one, and takes place 
through the memberſhip of the parent and not of the 
child. The obligations, which the church is under, 
do not ariſe from any claims which the baptized child 
has upon the church: but from the covenant con- 


nection of the church with its parent. This, I ap- 0 
prehend, is all the connexion which the baptized 1 
child, as ſuch, has with the church; and this is a . 


connexion which is ſuited to its ſtate ; as it is not 4 
formed for perſonal tranſactions. This connexion ſe- |. 
cures its good education, as far as any connexion can 
ſecure it, by ſecuring every mean which it is capable 
of enjoying, by being connected with the church, till 
it arrives to a ſtate wherein it will be capable of act- iy? 
ing for itſelf. | 5 | if! 
Tur this is all the connexion that baptized chil- 4 
dren have, as ſuch, with the church, muſt appear, if 
what has been advanced, relative to the covenant 
ſtanding of the natural ſeed of believers, be true ; for 
memberſhip, moſt certainly, depends on a ſtanding 
in the covenant. If baptized children, as ſuch, have 
no covenant ſtanding—if baptiſm in infancy do nei- 
ther imply nor conſtitute ſuch a ſtanding, then the 
connexion, which has been juſt pointed our, is all the | 
connexion, which ſuch children have with the church, | | 


RT 0 4 ; TE: 


THrar this is the ſcriptural view, of the ſtanding of 
baptized children, as ſuch, will further appear, when 
we come to conſider, the nature of that diſcipline 
which is to be exerciſed, by the church, reſpecting 

1 | 


ſuch children. 
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Val I herein it is more particularly confudered, whether baptifn 
1 in infancy do of itſelf, give à right to ar Fein. 
1 leges iu adult years. 


1. has been ſuppoſed, by fone, that ſuch childian 
as were baptized in infancy, have a right and title, 
on accountof their baptiſm, to chriſtian privileges, in 
adult years, without making any perſonal or explicit 
profil Mon of religion; yea, that requiring ſuch profeſ- 
ons, as a condition or prerequiſite for the enjoy- 
ment of ſuch privileges is, to ſay the leaſt, without 
ſcripture.warrant. T heſe concluſions originate from 
the idea, that infant baptiſm ſuppoſes and implies a 
perfonal intereſt and ng in the covenant, and 
complete memberſhip in the church. If a covenant 
flanding and memberſhip in the church be not im- 
plied in infant baptiſm, it muſt be as neceſſary for 
thoſe, who were baptized in infancy, to make a per- 
ſonal profeſſion of religion, as a condition of enjoying 
chriſtian privileges, in adult years, as for other per- 
| fons. If, therefore, the things which have been ad- 
vanced, particularly i in the preceding ſection, be true, 
it will appear clear and evident, that a perſonal pro- 
feſſion muſt be neceſſary to an admiſſion to chriſtian 
rivileges, even reſpecting thoſe, who were baptized 
in infancy. If infants are not to be baptized as be- 
ing in covenant, and are not introduced into ſuch a 
- ftanding by baptiſm, then they cannot be conſidered, 
in conſequence of their baptiſm, as being in a cove- 
nant ſtanding, nor as members of the church, And 
it is apprehended, that each of thoſe things are evi» 
dent, from what has been already advanced. 
Ws cannot, indced, form any idea of the perſonal 
character of adults, from their having been baptized 
in infancy. We cannot, from thence, determine, 
. whether they underſtand the nature of the covenant, 
Mi | or the deſign of chriſtian inſtitutions. Neither can 
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gi 
vue, from infant baptiſm merely, determine any thing 
relative to the faith of an adult perſon ; either as to 
the truths which are the 0bjeZs5 of his faith, or the 
kind of faith which he has; or whether he have faith 
of any kind. We have no more reaſon to conclude, 
that an adult is right in all theſe reſpects, or to en- 
tertain that charity for him, which is the foundation 
of chriſtian communion, becauſe he was baptized in 
infancy, than if he had never been the ſubject of bap- 
Bor, without . inſiſting on the laſt obſervations, 
that perſons have no claims to chriſtiau privileges, in 
adult years, on the fcore of infant baptiſm, is obvious 
from the very end and den of the ordinance. It 
neither implied nor conſtituted an intereſt or ſtand- 
ing in the covenant, and fo neither ſuppoſed nor 
conſtituted” the baptized child 'a member of the 
church; and if it be not àa member, it certainly can- 
not claim the privileges and 7mmunitizs of the church: 
Conſequently; when” the baptized child arrives to 
adult years, it ts abfolurely neceſſary, that he ſhonld 
make a pech profeſſion, or enter perſonally into 
covenant with God, in order to his being a member 
of the church and enjoying chriſtian privileges. If 
the end and deſign of baptiſm, and the things ſigni- 
fied by it; have Been rightly ſtated, theſe concluſions 
will neceſſarily follo xp. mY | 
SoME, perhaps, will fay, by way of objection, to 
what is Here advanced; that if it be fo, that circum- 
ciſed or baptized children, have not a right to church 
privileges, when they arrive to adult years, without 
making a perſonal profeſſion, why do we not find ex- 
amples on ſacred record, of ſuch perſons being called 
en to enter into covenannt? | 
AnsweR 1. Wedo' find, that the whole congre- 
gation of Iſrael were Frequently called before God, to 
enter into covenant with Him. , 
ANSswW ERK 2. Tx objection, if admitted, will prove 
too much, more than can be ſuppoſed to be true. If 
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it will follow, that thoſe, who were baptized in infan, 
cy, have a right to chriſtian priyileges in adult years, 
without a perſonal profeſſion, becauſe, we have no 
expreſs example of ſuch perſons being called to en- 
ter perſonaliy into covenant with God, it will alſo fol- 
low, that ſuch, as were not circumciſed. or baptized 
in infancy, may partake of and demand ſuch privi- 
leges, without a perſonal, profeſſion ; for we have no 
expreſs example of ſuch perſons being called upon, to 
enter into covenant. There were more. or fewer 
flrangers which. ſojourned with the Jews, and partook 
of their privileges ;. but we no where find, that they, 
in diſtinction. from others, were called upon, to make 
a perſonal profeſſion. The objection, therefore, if it 
prove any thing, groe too anch and ſo neſtechn 
itſelf.— But, 

Answ ER 3 . A coN SIDERATION, which brite the 
difficulty PRI forth in the objection, is the Plainngs 
and explicitneſs of the inſtitution. 

Int inſtitution of circumciſion, as to x5 end and 
deſign of it, was ſo explicitly revealed, as that a hiſ- 
tory of the practice of former times upon it, was un- 
neceſſary. The inſtitution was particularly explained 
to Abraham. It was then, moſt clearly taught, that 
it did not imply or ſignify, that the circumciſed in- 
fant was in covenant; for it was adminiſtered, by 
God's own direction, to 1/mael the ſon of Abraham, 
when God expreſsly ſaid he was not of the ſecd which 


the promiſes reſpected. As an intereſt in the cove» 


nant was not ſuppoſed, but expreſsly denied, at the 
time when circumciſion was adminiſtered, as in the 


caſe of Iſhmael, the conſequence is ſo evident, that 
after generations cannot need a hiſtory of the prac- 


tice of former ages, to teach them that infant circum- 
ciſion, and ſo infant baptiſm, do not imply member- 
ſhip in a church; and that memberſhip muſt be af- 
terwards formed, by per/onal tranſattions. 
Wirtnour adding any thing further in this place, 


1 ſhall | ry upon it, as being ſythciently evident, 
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that if peꝝſonal profefſions be neceſſary in any caſe, in 
order to the enjoy ment of chriſtian privileges in adult 
years, they are ſo in the caſe of thoſe who were bap. 
tized in infanc ei il tr G2 ho Bag 
, . 8 4 _ $i) ;5+532 v8 
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herein, the Nature of that Diſcipline which is to be 


exerciſed, by the CHURCH, reſpecting baptized Chil- 
aren, as ſuch, is conſidered and pointed out. 


HAT ſome kindof diſcipline is to be exerciſed in 
4 the churches, reſpecting baptized children, has 
been very generally, if not univerſally ſuppoſed. Yet, 
there has been very different ſentiments, as to the 
ind of diſcipline, which ought to be exerciſed; ari- 
ſing, very probably, from the different conceptions 
which have been entertained, of the end and dn of 
infant-baptiſm, and the flanding of baptized childten. 
Tut obligations on Churches to exerciſe diſcipline 
in general, reſpecting baptized children, are not leſs 
obvious, on the ſuppoſition that ſuch children do 
not enjoy a Per/onal and complete ſtanding and mem- 
berſhip, than upon the ſuppoſition that they do.— 
A different kind of procedure, it is true, is dictated, 
by the former ſuppoſition than by the latter. 
As baptized children, as ſuch, have no immediate 
and perionglſianding in the Church, it being neither 
implied in nor conſtituted by their baptiſm, To, the 
Church, hath no immediate concern with them, by 
way of diſcipline :. but their dealings are immediately 
to reſpect their parents and dedicators. The parents 
or proprietors of ſuch children have dedicated them 
to God, and are under explicit covenant obligations, 
to train them up for him. The whole Church is 
bound, by covenant, to watch oyer ſuch parents, and 
to ſee to it, that they perform their vows; and in 
cale they do not, they are to be conſidered and dealt 
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Ibis, it is apprehended, is all a Church can 
. any authority to do. Anaſmuch as bapti- 
zed children, as ſuch, have no immediate connexion 
with or ſtanding in the Church, and are not known 
by it, in diſtinction from other ehildren, excepting 
through the medium of their parents, ſo all the diſ- 
cipline it can exerciſe; relative ts them, muſt be 
through the ſame medium. The diſcipline muſt in- 
mediately reſpect the parents yet, medrately it reſ- 
pects ſuch children as parents have dedicated to God, 
in baptiſm; and has a moſt important and dire& 


| tendency, to ſecure their higheſt good. 


Ir may here be aſked ; If ſuch children, as were 
baprized in infancy, become vicigus and immgral, 
whether the Church, in that caſe,” is to be as an un. 
concerned ſpectator, and do nothing? 8 

ANSWER. WASHOUT: any doubt, there i is ſome⸗ 
thing incumbent on the Church, in the cafe ſuppo- 
ſed, in the duet It is the undoubted duty. of 


the: Church, to ſee to it that the parents of ſuch chil. 


drew are "faithful; ;—thar they exert all their authority 


and uſe every mean, to reclaim and reform their vi- 


cious children. The Church is alſo obliged to ſec 
to it, that ſuch ' parents carry thelr diſcipline” te the 
higheſt degree ;, and in caſe the aſſiſtance of the 
Church is defired and needed, it is in duty. bound to 
aſl! ſt a brother. - 

Ix may be inquired further hat ol be done 
in caſe a parent be unable, by the moſt err exer- 


tions, to reclaim a vicious child! * 


Answir. Ir is the undoubted duty of a 3 cn 
in ſuch a caſe, to inquire; whether a parent haye 
been faithful, in the uſe of every requiſite mean 10 
reclaim ſuch a child: and it is the undoubted duty 
of a parent, to make his fde/zty appear to the Church: 
and if, in the judgment of the Church, the paxent 
have been faithful, the Church muſt pronounce him 
fach ; but, if not, muſt cenſure and reprove him a 
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a breaker of his covenant. And, in caſe the Church 
ſhall judge ſuch a parent to have uſed all the means 
in his power to uſe, and that till the caſe is become 
deſperate, and there is no encouragement to uſe fur- 
ther means, it may declare a parent diſcharged, from 
his obligations to watch over ſuch an. incorrigible 
child; as the Church declares itſelf diſcharged, from 
any further obligations, to watch over an irreclaima- 
ble brother. 27 ĩ ü 
But, is not all this a chimera; —a plan which has 
its foundation in imagination only Let it be 
examined and it will appear „,, 


4 


1. To be agreeable to the antient uſage! and 
practice of the Church, under the Jewith diſpenſation. 

Tas children, belonging to the congregation of 
Ifrael, were the children of prefeſing parents: and 
what we find recorded, Deut. xxi. 18—21. teaches 
us how ſuch children were treated. The words are 
theſe. Fa man. have a ſtubborn and rebellious /on, 
which ill not obey the voice of his father, or the voice 
of bis motber, and that when: they haue chaſtened bim, 
will not hearken | unto ibem. Then fball bis father 
and his mother lay hold on him, and bring bim out unto 
be elders of bis city, and unto the gate of his place: 
and they ſhall ſay unto the elders of his city, this our fon 
is ſtubborn and rebellious, he with not obey our voice; 
he is a glutton and à drunkard. And all the men of 
his city ſhall flone him with ſtones that he die.” | 

Uro reading this paſſage, we can hardly avoid 
remarking the following things, reſpecting the diſ- 
cipline that was practiſed, in the church and con- 
gregation of Iſrael, relative to children; viz. That 
they were confidered, as being under the immediate 
inſpection and in the hands of their parents, to be re- 
proved and diſciplined That parents were to diſci- 
pline and correct them, till they ſhould prove them- 
ſelves to be incorrigible, and manifeſt by their con. 
duct, that further means or diſcipline would be fruit- 
leſs—Then it was made the duty of ſuch parents, to 
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1 bring their incorrigible child to the elders of the city 4 
LEM and to make their fidelity and the child's obſtinacy ap- 

i 18 pear. The elders of the city finding it to beall true, 
1 they with the whele congregation, were then to cut off 
the child and relieve the parent from his trouble. 
ſome charge. This repreſentation of the practice 
and diſcipline of the Jewiſh Church, exhibits a Plan 
exactly ſimilar to that which I have pointed out. 

2. Tux mode of diſcipline, relative to baptized 
children, which has been ſuggeſted, is not only a- 
greeable to the practice of the Jewiſh Church, but 
is peculiarly calculated to anſwer every purpoſe; 
which can be ear iv by . RNS of EIN 
whatſoever. 

Ir is calculated to render parents vety faithful, in 
educating and training up their children. Parents, 
on the plan under ' conſideration, will ſee, that their 
children are in their hands: and muſt feel it to be 
their immediate duty to take care of them—They 
will alſo ſee, that it is of the laſt importance to ex- 
ert themſelves to the uttermoſt ; as, on the one hand, 
by their negligence, they will not only expoſe their 
children to ruin and deſtruction, and themſelves to be 
cenſured as covenant-breakers, and to be cut off 
from all the privileges of the viſible Church; but on 
the other hand, that the ſalvation and eternal welfare 
of their children, eminently depend -on their faith- 
fulneſs and activity. 

Tur mode of diſcipline under confideration, i is 
not only calculated to render parents Faithful, but in 
duns this, every thing will be effected, which diſci- 
— can accompliſh, for the good of children, 

here are none, who are under the advantages that 
parents. are, to educate and take care of children 
Their authority i is early perceived and eſtabliſhed. 
Children feel themſelves to be more dependent on 
parents than on others; not only for preſent com- 
forts, but for a future inheritance. ' Beſides ; chil- 
dren are ſenſible, that they are intereſted in the love 
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5 affectidn of parents, in a peculiar manner: and 
parents can uſe more means with children, and to 


much better advantage, than others can. Parents 
are under advantages to watch over children, with 
much greater conſtangy, than it is poſſible that a 
church, or any of its members ſhould do. 

Ox theſe accounts, I may venture to ſay, the mode 
of diſcipline under conſideration, is much better 
calculated to anſwer good purpoſes, both to parents 


and — t children, than any other plan which can 
be devi 


If a church can aſſiſt and aid the efforts 
of parents, they are by no means precluded, by what 


hath now heen ſaid. It is the undoubteddut) of pa- 


rents to aſ⸗;̊ the advice and; ſeek the aſſiſtance of their 
brethren 3 and the duty of brethren. to afford i it, when 
ever it ĩs aſked. —Inſtcad, cherefore, of its cutting 


the ſinews- of diſcipline? to ſuppoſe, that baptized 


children as ſuch, axe got immediate and complete 


members of the chureb, ye ſee that there is abhun- 
dant room for a di ſcipline, to be exerciſed, reſpecting 
ſuch children, which hy; e moſt. ne, and e ener- 
getic. 449150 1 111 5 


Jr Arrzx What bath been 1 it In . 3 


ceilary for me to obferve;.in ſupport of the mode of 


diſcipline under conſideration; that it ĩs exactly ſuited 
to the fair and qi tuation of beprigedh en reſpect- 


ing the church eee s 


Inazmucny, as infant-baptiſm 8 ſuppoſes 
nor conſtitutes any inte reſt in the covenant, nor nem- 
Lerbip in the church, 1 the infant baptized, 
ſo it cannot bè viewed as having any connexion with 


the church, excepting! through the medium of its 


parents. Therefore, dealing with ſuch children 
through the medium of their parents is dealing with 
them, as being what they are, and on the ground on 
which they ſtand. Parents are immediately connected 


—the immediate buſineſs of the en _ wan 


» bred A 278191 dr N. 200 43 3 . ; 


„ 
3 2 ——ͤ — ß — —T 
—— 


0 
Fr K 


— 1 


with the 5 and the: church with ſuch parents : | 
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dere, with parents; andthe »mediate buſirieſs of parents 
with the children, which they have conſeerated to God. 
4. Taz directions in the facred ſcriptures; which 
reſpect parents and children, afford very great evi. 
dence, that the diſcipline under conſideration is that 
which God deſigned ſhould be exerciſed. by his 
church, reſpecting baptized children. 

Az. the directions bench are contained in ile ia 


ered ſcriptures, relative to the education aud gove ern. 


ment of children, are addreſſed immediately tb pa. 
— 2&6] Fe fathers prove not your children „ ya, 


but bring idem up, in the nurturꝰ and admontition of the 


Lord. „exemphffies all the directions and exhortations 
which are given, reſpecting the education of chil. 
dren: - On the other hand, the direction to children 
is „ chiluren, obey pu- paris in the Lord; for this is 
right.“ This is an example of all the directions given 


to children. This leads us, moſt neceflirily; to this 


coneluſion, that God Bas left children in the Hands of 
their parente—ktieir natural proprietors, to be taught 


and commanded; aid Has made it the amd dtale an- 


ty of children to be ſubject to their parents. The 
church is under obligations te ſce to it, that parents 
are faithful; but has no- authority to deal immedhately 
with their children. God hab given to parents, the 
immediate' tight of commanding; - "nd has made it the 
immediate duty of children to ovey them. 

On the whole, does it not appear evident; that the 


pave ciſeiptine, which hes been propoſed, is fo far 


from being a mere chimera, as that it is conformable 
to the antient practice of the Jewiſn church ;—is cal- 
eillated to anſwer ihe moſt ſalutary purpoſes, both 
e parenis' and children is exactly adapted to che 
ſtanding of baptized children reſpecting che church; 
andi is alone reconeileable to the directions given in 
facred' uri relacivr to parents and children? Is not 
a plan, which has ſucht preps eee c Ls "RIF 
recommended to our approbation'? 
FURTHERMORE, the view we have now had of the 


E 


mode of diſcipline, which the ſcriptures. have inſti- 


tuted, relative to baptized children, affords addition- 


al evidence, that what bas been advanced, relative to 
their /anding, is agreeable to the ſcriptures; for the 
diſcipline directed to, is exactly ſuited to ſuch a ſtan= 


I HAyE attended to the ſeveral enquiries which 
were propoſed, and ſhould now relieve the patience 
of the reader, were it not, that a few remarks, ariſing 
from what:ihas been advanced, merit ſome attention. 
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Containing ſome uſeful inf erences and remarks, ariſing 


From what bath been advanced, relative to baptiſm. 


HE ſentiments which have been advanced, in 
the preceding ſections, relative to the end and 
de/ign of baptiſm, and the /aze of baptized children, 


will naturally lead to the following remarks and in- 


ferences ; which I ſhall mention, with as little en- 
largement, as their importance will admit. 

1. We may remark, from what has been ſaid, the 
principle on which the whole inſtitution of baptiſm is 
founded HIP 

Tus principle is this, that mankind are under obli- 

ations to dedicate all they have to God; and that this 
1s eſſentially requiſite to a compliance with the cove- 
nant of grace, An indication and token of ſuch a 
dedication, is. the deſign of the whole tranſaction ; 
and at the ſame time, it is to be a ſtanding token of 
the covenant between God and men. That men 
ought to dedicate all to God and to ſignify it, is the 
principle, therefore, on which the inſtitutions founded. 

2. ANOTHER inference and remark, which ariſes 
from what hath been advanced is, that the mode of 
baptiſm, inſtituted and practiſed, in the eſtabliſhed 


\ 


Torch of England, is wholly: ſubverſive of the yo at 
end and deſign of the inſtitution; - 1 


In the 29th canon of that church it Fa ordained, 
« That 1 parent ſhall be urged is be preſent at bis 
child's baptiſm, nor be ADMITTED: 10 anſwer as Godfas 
ther for his own child; which, putting the-moſt 
candid conſtruction on it, muſt mean, that no parent 
ſhall, by himſelf and of his own right, dedicate his 
children to God in baptiſm ; ſome other perſons 
muſt unite with him in the tranſadtion. On the oth- 
er hand, if neither of the parents aſſiſt, in the dedi- 
Cation of their own child, yet, it ſome perſons, who. 
have no natural right to it will ſtand up as /pox/ors, 
it may be adminiſtered without any ſcruple. Now, 
all this procedure, wholly overlooks the leading prin- 
ciple of the inſtitution, that it is the- incumbent 
duty of parents to dedicate themſelves and what they 
own to God : and that this is to be the token of the 
covenant between God and themſelves. Now, ta- 
king children out of the hands of their parents and 
proprietors, and making it the buſineſs of other men, 
who have no natural right to them, to dedicate them, 
is directly oppoſed to the firſt principle and deſign 
of the inſtitution. As baptifm 1 is defi igned as a to- 
ken of dedication, ſo we are to offer our own and no 
others in baptiſm ; and he that preſumes to go fur- 
ther, ventures to take a ſtep, which Abraham him- 
ſelf was never authoriſed and never preſumed to take. 
lam ſenſible, that the canon on which we are re- 
marking is now, in practice, very generally given up: 
but then, at the ſame time, another extreme, equally 
ſubverſive of God's inftitution is ſubſtituted in its 
room; which is, a univerſal adminiſtration of bap- 
tiſm to all infants : whether their parents or propri- 
etors be perſonally and explicitly in covenant or not, 
The very deſign of infant-baptiſm is, to be a token 
of the covenant between God and the parent or pro- 
prietor of the child, which is baptized. Abraham's 
circumciſing himſelf and thoſe children that belonged 
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10 
to him, was to be a 7oken of the covenant betwixt 
God and himſelf. What propriety is there then, in 
baptizing children, whoſe proprietors are not in 
covenant ? Is it not a perverſion of God's inſtitution? 
what authority has any man to adminiſter bat, which 
God defiged as a public token of a parents covenant< 
ſtanding, when at the ſame time, no fuch thing does 
exiſt: It: muſt be, in its nature, a mere nullity and 
perverſion of the inſtitution. | 

3. We may further remark, from what has bern 
ſaid, the unreaſonable nature of the out=cry, which is 
often made, when baptiſm is withholden from chil- 


dren that it makes heathens of them, caſts them ous 


of covenant, &c, _ 

Ir what hath been advagclid be true, Infane-baplc 
tiſm doth not make children chreftians ; ;—doth not 
introduce them into a covenant- ſtanding. The fact 
is, they are not chriſtians, perfonally, neither before 
nor by baptiſm. —They are dedicated creatures, but 
dedicated by their parents. —Parents who neglect to 
dedicate themfelves and their children, make heathens 
of themſelves: but they cannot make heathens of 
thoſe, who were never chriſtians; nor caſt thoſe oul of 
ks? who were never intereſted in its promiſes. 

Ir may be further remarked, how very abſurd 
it is for parents, who are diſqualified for dedicating 
themſelves or their children to God in bapriſm, to 
urge the baptiſm of their children, by ſaying, that if 
they themſelves are wicked and unworthy, their chil- 
4ren ought not to be denied ſuch a privilegeG. 

Ir appears, from what has been faid, that the very 


end and deſign of the inſtitution of baptiſm forbids. 


and ftands directly oppoſed to ſuch a plea. - The de- 
ſign of infant baptiſm is to indicate, that the parents 
of ſuch children as are baprized; are chriftians; or in 
covenant with God. If the parent, therefore, be a 
wicked man and not in covenant with God, the very 
deſigu and firſt principle of the inſtitution forbids bap. 
tiſm to his children. The parent him/elf ſtands di- 
rectly in the way of its adminiſtration. | 
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5. We may further remark and infer, from what 
has been advanced, the motzves and v/ews which 
ught to influence parents, in offering their children 
/ ll... ey: - 4. 
Ink are not to proceed with a view, or under the 
notion of its making chriſtians of their children, in it. 
elf conſidered, If, however, parents do regularly 
| dedicate them to God, and be faithful in training 
them up for His ſervice, they may indulge — 
ſucceſs; as in all other caſes of obedience ; yet; mere. 
ly being baptized will not make them chriſtians, 
Parents are not to ſeek baptiſm for their children, 
from any ſuch views. They ought to do it in a way | 
of obedience to God, and as a public teſtimony that 
they do comply with/the covenant of grace. 
6. FROM what has been advanced, baptized chil. 
dren may learn their obligations, to do ſomething, in 
order to their enjoying chriſtian privileges in adult 
— . 0 
'Txz1K baptiſm in infancy did neither imply that 
they were chriſtians, nor make them ſuch. They 
arc not to flatter themſelves, therefore, of their hay. 
ing a right to chriſtian privileges, or the name of 
chriſtians, becauſe they were baptized in infancy ; 
nor as if it were leſs neceſſary for them to mak a per- 
ſonal profeſſion of religion in adult years, in order to 
their being complete members of the church, than if 
their parents had never dedicated them to God. | In- 
deed, their obligations. to it are, on ſome accounts, 
greatly . They have been, in fact, dedicat- 
ed to God by their parents, who were authoriſed and 
under the moſt ſolemn obligations to do it. This 
being the caſe, although it were not an indication 
that they were chriſtians, when they were dedicated; 
yet it binds them to be ſuch; and their obligations 
perſonally to devote and pudlickly to give themſelves 
to God, are indiſpenſible. 1 bo 


GW 


0 Ad 


10g 


CONCLUSION. - 


Inavr now attended, to the various things which were propo- 


ſed, with as much conciſeneſs, as I judged could conſiſt with per- 


ſpicuity. And, on a view of the whele, doth it not appear, that 
th bible daes —_— hold up to view, one ,con/itent /cheme, relative 
to the ordinance of baptiſm ?- Particularly, relative to the end and 

deſign of it ;—the proper ſubjecs of the ordinance ;—the /are and 
ſtanding of baptized infants and, relative to that diſcipline, which 
is to be exerciſed, by the church, reſpecting them? The end and 
deſign of pes is the pole ſtar to direct us, through the whole 
proceſs, If baptiſm, as it reſpects the adult and His children be de- 
figned, ſimply, as a token of the covenant betwixt God and the 
dedicator or parent; and not as a fign of any perſonal intereſt, that 
infants have in the promiles, it will certainly follow, that the chil- 
dren of covenant parents are, alone, the proper ſubjects of baptiſm; 
that the good coverant-ftanding of parents, is the qualification for 
the baptiſm of their children; without Enonu/edge, repentance, faith 
or any qualification in the'child ;—that baptized children, as ſuch, 
have no perſonal ftanding in the covenant, and are not members of 
the church: and ſo muſt have memberſhip to form in adult yeats; 
—and finally, it will follow, that the diſcipline which is to be ex- 


erciſed by the church, relative fo baptized children, cannot be in- 
mediate and perſonal, but muſt be through the medium of their 


pn If the firſt principle, relative to the end and deſign of 


aptiſm be ſcriptural, I truſt, the reſt will follow, as neceflary con- 


ſequences. . ee 5 | wal 
IT is very poſſible, indeed, that in purſuing the eee in- 
quiries, which are perplexed with ſuch a diverfity of opinions, ſome 
inaccuracies and immaterial miſtakes, at leaſt, may have been made: 
if any ſuch ſhonld occur to the critical reader, it is hoped, they 
may not operate to the diſadvantage of thoſe reaſonings which are 
conclufive, If any ſhould reject the whole, merely, as ſtanding 
oppoſed to their former ſentiments and favourite opinions, from 
ſuch no favour can be expected. | | | 
Tar whole is now ſubmitted to a candid examination; and left 
to the diſpoſal of Hi, who is LicuT and in whom there is no 


DARKNESS at all. 
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